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sitting on the platform, I wrote another resolution. That 
resolution is the resolution that was printed in the news¬ 
papers the following morning. 

When the Mayor had asked for cooperation from the 
citizens and for the maintenance of law and order, he fin- 
nislied. Then Francis Martin went to the front of the ros¬ 
trum and he said, “Now, the last part of the program is 
the preparation or the adoption of the resolutions, and the 
meeting will adjourn.” 

S683 So I walked forward and T pulled these resolutions 
out of my pocket and I said, “The Mayor has just 
made a statement.” I said first, “The Chairman of your 
Resolutions Committee or the man preparing your resolu¬ 
tion is not supposed to make a speech, but I am going to 
make a speech tonight. The Mayor said that the strike is 
over and I agree with him and I disagree with him. The 
strike is perhaps won to this point, but this isn't the end of 
it.” 

I said, “This thing is too important, too vital, it won’t 
end yet.” 

I said something to the effect that perhaps this was one 
of the trials that we in Johnstown needed to forge our¬ 
selves into true Americans. I said, “First we have the de¬ 
gression and then we have the door and now we have the 

A 

strike, perhaps it is just like what they do in our mills, they 
pour different ingredients into the blast furnaces or into 
the crucible, and through the heat that is generated there 
they bring out the strong substance, steel. ’ ’ 

I said, “Tonight 1 feel that we should put some steel 
into our backbones, I feel that we should adopt the state¬ 
ment of policy here that the entire country can under¬ 
stand.” I said, “I am throwing away the formal resolu¬ 
tions that I have here, if it is anybody’s fault it is 
8684 mine, I am offering instead a very simple resolution 
which I feel expresses the entire program.” So I 
offered this resolution: 

“Resolved, that Johnstown citizens want no compromise 
on the right to work,” and “That is fundamental, that is 
American, that is ours and we will keep it ours.” 

Somebody in the audience moved that it be adopted and 
they shouted. Tt was adopted unanimously, and then the 
meeting adjourned. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Geis, will you be good 
enough to repeat that resolution? 

The Witness: “Resolved, that Johnstown citizens want 
no compromise on the right to work. That is fundamental. 
That is American. That is ours and we will keep it ours.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

The Witness: Yes, sir. Incidentally, the Reverend 
Stanton called me the other morning and I repeated the 
resolution, but since I have been thinking it over, I did 
not give it to him quite accurately, I repeated it purely from 
memory. He called me and I repeated it offhand, but that 
is the resolution. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We will take a short recess of 
about five minutes. 

(Whereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

8685 Trial Examiner Bloom : Proceed. 

G. (By Mr. Moore) As T understand it, Mr. Geis, 
just before recess you had finished with— A. That’s right. 

Q. —telling us about the meeting of Thursday? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. And the meeting had adjourned? A. Yes, sir. 

Q.'Xow will you take up Friday and in the same way tell 
us what happened on that day in so far as you were con¬ 
cerned with reference to the strike. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, pardon me, don’t 
you mean to include in your question, or in reference to the 
committee— 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T assume the witness would think 
as much— 

The Witness: Yes, I think— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —unless you are treating it all 
as one. 

Mr. Moore: I treat it all as one, I think your suggestion 
is a good one. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just as long as the witness un¬ 
derstands. 

The Witness: Yes, I understand it, my actions on 

8686 Friday. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, thank you. 
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The Witness: Well, the thing that stands out as far as 
Friday is concerned is Friday afternoon. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) You mean that stands out in your 
mind? A. In my mind, yes, somewhere around, well, I 
guess 1:30 to 2 o’clock, I went over to Lawrence Campbell’s 
office and he told me that he had gotten ahold of a rumor 
that Burgess Sewak of Franklin and President Judge 
John II. McCann of the Cambria County Courts had re¬ 
quested the Governor to withdraw the State Police. He 
told me that they— 

Q. Just let me interrupt you, you mean withdraw them 
entirelv from Johnstown, do vou mean? A. From the 
Johnstown district, yes. 

Q. Yes. A. I think the record will show some testimony 
to what the Executive Committee did with reference to it, 
but anyway I said, “If this is true we had better do some¬ 
thing and do it fast.” 

So we talked over questions of policy and I said, “Can’t 
we get some petitions out to the Governor, asking him not 
to do this?” 

And I said, well, we will inject a new angle into 
8687 it, we won’t make it come from the men, we will 
make it come from the women, and I said, “I will 
prepare it.” So I sat down and wrote it. 

There were a lot of whereases in it, but I remember— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You are not a lawver, are vou? 

The Witness: No, sir, although I have had a little train¬ 
ing, but anyway— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: Yes, O.K., I am just trying to get my 
thought there, we had some words to the effect that the 
State Police had now succeeded in bringing a measure of 
security into the community, and that we felt that they 
should not be withdrawn. I remember the closing phrase, 
“In humanities name we ask it.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you by any chance have a 
copy of it? 

The Witness: I don’t know, I believe that that might 
be found, I will try, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you have them, possibly, 
Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: No. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, would there be any objec¬ 
tion, if this witness concludes his testimony before he makes 
1 a search for the papers, to us leaving the record 

8688 open if counsel cares to? 

Mr. Moore: Well, I should say that I think that 
I never heard of the petition until Mr. Geis told me about 
it and we have in mind to find out what it is, to find out 
about the status and put in the facts, if they seem to have 
any bearing upon the case. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, I, of course, don’t 
know whether they will have any particular bearing. 

The Witness: I think thev will have some bearing, ves, 
I do. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be that his testimony 
now would completely cover it but, Mr. Moore, would you 
make it a point to look at the documents, if you can get 
ahold of them, and if vou thins: thev are relevant— 

Mr. Moore: Yes, I already have a note of that and plan 
to do it. 

Mr. Shawe: Might it be in the newspapers? 

The Witness: No, these were never sent to the Gover¬ 
nor. they were just prepared, you see what we did, I wrote 
this on the mimeograph machine, we sent down to the 
Johnstown Office Supply, I believe, and secured proper 
paper, this sort of legal paper with a lot of fold-over sheets 
to itJ I think you know what I refer to, and on the mimeo¬ 
graphing machine we ran off maybe a hundred or a hundred 
and twenty-five of these copies. 

8689 Then while I was doing the writing and afterwards 
while the girl was doing the mimeographing Lawr¬ 
ence 1 Campbell was contacting a group of women and we 
were setting up women’s organizations to cover the entire 
community. Now by this time it might have been three 
o’clock, and he got in touch with some and some of the peti¬ 
tions went out and as I understand they were signed. They 
went actively to work, as a matter, we were set up so that by 
Saturday afternoon every house in every street in the 
Greater Johnstown District have been contacted. 

The phraseology on the conclusion, as I say, was 44 in 
humanities name we ask it.” And then it was signed by the 
mothers, wives, daughters, and sisters of Greater Johns- 
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town. That was the conclusion, then a space for the signa¬ 
ture. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Where was the mimeographing 
done? A. At the Chamber of Commerce rooms, in Lawr¬ 
ence Campbell's office, yes, sir. yon see that was an unof¬ 
ficial headquarters for us. 

Q. That is by his regular force? A. By his regular em¬ 
ployee, yes, the girl that was »n the office. All right, well, 
this was, as I say, about throe o'clock, it was later than that, 
it was possibly half past three or close to it, when Lawr¬ 
ence Campbell got a telephone call. 

8690 Somebody told him that the members of the Gov¬ 
ernor’s staff were down at the Fort Stanwix, so lie 

immediately got on the telephone and he contacted Mr. 
Prendergast, I think that is the name, Prendergast. Yes, sir, 
and he is one of the Governor's secretaries, he had known 
him through his Hood control contacts. So he made an ap¬ 
pointment. 

8691 Q. You mean Mr. Campbell had known Mr. Pren¬ 
dergast? A. Mr. Campbell had known Mr. Prender¬ 
gast, so he made an appointment for four o’clock. Well, 
that gave us about half an hour and he and I were there in 
the office, so he got started telephoning and certain people 
we couldn't reach, and it got to, got close to four o’clock, and 
he said, “You go one way and see some of these people and 
I will go another way.” 

So I remember I called on Francis Martin at the bank and 
I was delegated to see Reverend Xicelv and I went into his 
study and his secretary was there and the Reverend wasn't 
there, and she said, “1 don't know whether we can locate 
him.” Well, I left a message for him, if he could be located, 
to come to the Stanwix. 

Incidentally, he did not appear, he wasn't able to come, 
but anvwav we got down there at four o’clock. 

I believe Francis Martin was a few minutes late and 1 


believe Reverend Stanton was a few minutes late, but any¬ 
way here is who was there, and I can place them right 
around the table. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 wish you would. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Make it very accurrato, it would 

be easier to follow vour testimonv. 

*> % 
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The Witness: We go back in the Stamvix, straight 

8692 back, on the right is the doorway to the dining room, 
i and we were sitting in that place where there is the 

davenports and chairs right in front of it as you go in down 
the Stamvix. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In the lobby? 

The Witness: In the lobby. 

Mr. Moore: Well, that is— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know the [dace? 

Mr. Moore: Xo, I have never been there. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 think the witness’ description 
is quite accurate, if you walk over there now you will 
see it. 

The Witness: Well, anyway we met Ralph M. Bashore, 
Secretary of Labor and Industry, and Mr. Prendergast, 1 
believe his name is Thomas, but the peculiar connection is 
that Father Hebron, who was in on the conference, kept call¬ 
ing him Teddy all the time, I couldn’t figure it out, 1 was 
sitting facing the dining room. There was Ralph M. Bash- 
ore, Lawrence Campbell, Prendergast, Bert Custer, Francis 
Martin, Stanton, Father Woloshuk was down there, Father 
Hebron was down in that corner, and Father Woloshuk in 
the other corner. 

Let's see, seven and two is nine, there were nine of us 
sitting around in this group here. 

Xow, there were two other men, I think two other 

8693 members of the Governor’s staff were there. I have 
a faint recollection of meeting one of them, but 

neither of those others took any active part in the conversa¬ 
tion, because while we were talking, and we talked to them 
for an hour, some C. I. 0. leaders were meeting with the 
other men over near the telephone booths. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean the other two men 
of the Governor’s staff? 

The Witness: Of the Governor’s staff, yes, sir, and re¬ 
peatedly while the conference was going on— 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Your conference, you mean? A. 
Our conference. Mr. Bashore would excuse himself and go 
over and talk with the C. T. O. man. In other words, he 
would almost leave in the middle of a sentence or in the 
middle of an idea. Well, anyway, Lawrence Campbell 
opened the discussion and told him what we had heard this 
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minor about the request for the State Police being with¬ 
drawn, and he showed him a copy of this petition and he 
handed it to Mr. Prendergast. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Which petition? 

The Witness: This one, this petition to the Governor, 
appeal to the Governor, that we were having the women 
distribute. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Just so the record is clear, 

8694 The Witness: So the record is clear, yes, thank 
you. Well, anyway, I know, golly, the thing wasn't a 

minute and a half old, I looked in astonishment and 1 looked 
over at Bert Custer and he was raising his eves this wav, 
while we were being treated not as responsible citizens, we 
were being treated like culprits and like law breakers. My 
God, I never saw anything like it. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, may we have what was said, 
please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: May we have that, please? 

The Witness: Yes, I will tell you, yes. Anyway, the 
conference lasted an hour. Before it was underwav verv 
long, Mr. Prendergast said to us that we needn't have had 
any strike in Johnstown at all if the Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany had signed up there wouldn't have been any strike, 
and if we wanted to do our community a good turn we 
could request, use our good offices, that is the way lie put 
it, with the Bethlehem Steel Company to get them to sign 
up at the present time, and there still wouldn't be any 
.strike. 

We told him that we were not interested in the question 
between the Bethlehem Steel and the union, we were not 
taking sides in the matter, we had come down with one 
simple request, the maintenance of law and order. We had 
no objections to unions as such, we hold no brief for 

8695 the company as such, we wanted to maintain law and 
order and to protect our citizens, that is our only 


idea. 

Well, anvwav, after the conference was underwav a short 
time, we were asked point blank, and the tone of voice was 
loud, “How many vigilantes are therein Johnstown?” 
And I asked specifically, I said, “Now, lot'* understand 
each other, gentlemen, by vigilante 1 take the dictionary 
definition, a man who takes the law into his own hands and 
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arms himself in defiance of the law,” I said to Mr. Prender- 
gast,| “Is that your conception?” He said, “It is/’ 

I said, “As far as I am individually concerned, I can 
say that there are no vigilantes today. We would have 
had them and we could have had them. This group and 
the other groups that have been working on this situation 
have counseled calmness, calmness, don’t lose your head, 
keep it on a law and order basis, that is the only way to 
do it.” 

I remember Reverend Stanton asking, or answering in 
quite some detail, but anyway, none of us could escape that 
question: “How many vigilantes are there/' And each 
of us gave in substance the idea, as far as we knew there 
were none that we knew of. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Vou mean by that that he 
8696 1 asked the question more than once/ A. He asked it 
to each individual man and you couldn't escape it, 
you had to answer, and there was another question asked, 
“Would you vote for Mayor Shields for President.”' 

Q. Who asked that question? A. I believe Bashorc, 
either Bashorc or Prendergast. Now, that seems far¬ 
fetched, would we vote for Mayor Shields for President. 
I think it was occasioned by a remark that Congressman 
Hoffman made during his speech, in which he said some¬ 
thing to the effect that, “We need men such as this, or can 
use men such as this for President." But anyway it had 
been ireported in the papers, as I understand it. 

Q. Vou mean Congressman Hoffman’s speech? A. His 
speech. 

Q. At the meeting? A. At our Thursday meeting, yes 
sir. 

Q. Yes. A. Anyway, we could not escape, and 1 an¬ 
swered, I thought that he might make a good Governor but 
I wasn't so sure about a President and I know Father 
Hebron, who is a bit of a firebrand, said, “I think we 
might use him,” but apparently we did not get very far. 

As I explained to you, I mentioned didn't 1, about 
8697 the telling us that we should use our good offices? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, you did. 

The Witness: With the Bethlehem, did I? 

Trial Examined Bloom: I think you said Mr. Prender¬ 
gast— 
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The Witness: Mr. Prendergast mentioned that, yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that in accord with your 
notes, Mr. Moore, that Mr. Prendergast made that state¬ 
ment ; 

Mr. Moore. Yes. 

The Witness: Anyway, they told us they had a confer¬ 
ence with the Bethlehem Steel officials .scheduled and that 
around five o’clock this conference broke up and Lawrence 
Campbell and I walked toward the ciger stand with Pren- 
dergast and he turned to me and he said, “1 guess you 
wonder why we have been thundering these questions at 
you? 

He says, ’‘That is the way I ask questions.'* 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, now, was anything said by 
either Bashore or Prendergast as to a visit by them to the 
gates, or the picket lines/ A. Oh, yes, yes, I am glad you 
asked about that. They said they had visited the picket 
lines and there were very few pickets, I remember this 
particularly, they were rather listlessly picketing, 1 think 
that that was the word that he used, and they felt that per¬ 
haps the pickets had not been given their rights and 
8698 somebody said, well, “You would mean by that that 
they should be permitted to beat up the men/'’ 

He said “No, I didn’t say that." And one of our groups 
said, “You insinuated it, and somebody else said, “Well, 
could there be any connection between there being no pickets 
on the picket lines and some advance warning that certain 
gentlemen might be in Johnstown today/'’ 

Q. Was there any answer/ A. Xo answer. 

Q. Was anything said in the confernee about the petition / 
A. About the what? 

Q. The petition to which you referred, other than what 
you said/ A. Well, I am glad, as 1 said, we had presented 
this petition, before we were left out of the conference the 
petition was passed to us, it was folded and we were asked 
to sign our names in our own handwriting on the back of 
the petition. 

Q. Who asked you that, do you remember? A. I think it 
was Bashore. 

Q. Either Mr. Bashore or Mr. Prendergast ? A. Either 
Bashore or Prendergast, and each of us individually signed. 
Xow you tell us—you tell me why we were asked to sign 
our names? 
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8699 Q. Weil, you tell me, if you know. A. Well I 
! think we were marked men from that time on. 

Q. I)o you remember what was said to you when the 
petition was handed to you; was there anything said? A. 
Oh, yes, in further discussion of the petition with one of 
these two men, either Prendergast or Bashore said, well, 
thev said, “Petitions don't mean anvthing, anvbodv will 
sign a petition." And I said, “Read that petition again, 
I think it means something, it is from the women.” 

Q. Do you know— A. I got the impression that they 
did not want the petition circulated, I don't know, I think 
they were afraid of the petition. 

Mr.iShawc: Mr. Examiner, may we have what was said, 


please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what was said. 

Mr. Shawe: I move to strike out the characterization. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The characterization mav be 

stricken. Tell us what was said with reference to the last 

statement that vou made. 

% 

The Witness: What was the last statement? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You said that you were under 
a certain in pression, tell us what was said which led you to 
say that? 


S700 The Witness: Web. just the tone of voice with 
which the answer was made about anybody will sign 
a petition. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did Mr. Bashore or Mr. Prender- 
gasi have any conference with, or talk with, anybody else 
before they went over to the meeting or left the hotel ? A. 
Well, as I told you Mr. Bashore repeatedly walked over to 
these 0. I. O. men in another part of the lobby. 

Q. Yes, but 1 meant, were any of the members of the coni- 
n itte or those who had gone to Mr. Campbell’s office or met 
at the hotel, representing the committee— A. Well, the 
seven of us met with them for an hour. 

Q. Yes, but was there any private conference, any sep¬ 
arate conference? A. Oh, yes, yes, Lawrence Campbell 
was called aside by Mr. Prendergast. 

Q. Did you— A. I didn’t hear what was said. 

Q. You didn't hear what was said? A. Xo. 1 didn’t, you 
see these things are seven months ago, it takes a little time, 
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or maybe eight months ago, 1 guess now, it takes a little 
time to remember everything. 

Q. Now, was there anything else that happened on that 
day in so far as you were concerned? A. I don’t 

8701 remember, because I think l went home right after 
the conference, I know I did. 

Q. Will you in the same way take up Saturday and tell 
us what happened with reference to the strike or the com¬ 
mittee, that you know of, what was said, what was done? 
A. Well, Saturday morning the Democrat carried an article 
to the effect that, I don't remember the man's name, one 
of the United Mine officials said there would be forty thou¬ 
sand miners invade Johnstown and so around ten o'clock 
I went over to the Chamber, maybe it was probably nine- 
thirty, earlier than that, yes, nine-thirty, and I went over 
to the Chamber of Commerce rooms and the Executive 
Committee was in session. So I excused myself. 

I went back there closer to eleven o’clock, and somewhere 
near that time a special edition of the Democrat came out 
with the statement that the Governor was going to declare 
martial law. Now, in one of the articles in that, I believe 
it was in the instructions to Colonel Janeway, I think that 
is the name, was this statement: “Disarm all vigilantes." 
1 think that is important, because seven of us the day before 
had assured the Governor's representative that there 
weren’t any vigilantes. 

Mr. Shawe: I move to strike, Mr. Examiner, the witness’ 
last remarks as to what was important. 

8702 Mr. Moore: I think that is very pertinent, that is 
just what this witness is here for, to tell us the facts 
in the case. Also what the gentlemen had said— 

8703 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, his characteriza¬ 
tion of it as important may go out, the rest may 

stand. 

Mr. Moore: I don’t know what that will mean. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read back the statement. 

(Tlie reporter repeated the last statement as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The sentence beginning, “I 
think this is important” may go out. 

Mr. Moore: Why strike out the whole sentence, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, the rest of it is a fact, isn’t it? He said— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Merely to strike out the first 
part and leave the last part would be utterly meaningless. 

Mr. Moore: I think it is important, I think the balance 
of it is an assertion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, he has previously told us 
in detail the facts of the day before that he had a confer¬ 
ence with the Governor's staff. 

Mr. Moore: But in this connection isn't it important, 

what the witness is trying to show, as I understand is that 

this statement was made bv the Governor or somebody in 

• « 

behalf of the Governor after these men had stated before, 
the previous day, to the Governor about the vigilantes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is perfectly clear in 
S704 the record, but if you strike out just part of the sen¬ 
tence why— 

Mr. Moore: Well, I think if you want to strike out “it is 
important” the rest of it will stand as a statement of fact. 
What he means, as I understand it, is that notwithstanding 
the fact that— 

Trull Examiner Bloom: The ruling stands. Off the rec¬ 
ord. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Geis, were you about to supplement your 
statement? 

The Witness: 1 think 1 testified that it was in the news 
stories of the instructions to Colonel Janeway. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Yes. A. I don’t believe it was in 
the actual proclamation. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Might I see that again? 

Mr. Moore: T misunderstood— 

The Witness: I think I am right on that, there were 
certain instructions that the news services reported to 
Colonel Janewav. No. 1 was that — 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) You mean by that instructions from 
the Governor, from the Governor to Colonel Janewav? A. 
Yes. 

Q. Now you had stated that about that time, that 
8705 is about eleven o’clock, as I understand you, the spe¬ 
cial, or the extra, of the Johnstown Democrat had 
come out— A. Yes. 

Q. —with this announcement? A. Yes. 
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Q. Will you go ahead? A. Just about the same time, or, 
as I told you, the Executive Committee had first been in 
session and then I came in and joined the group and there 
were some others there. Sheriff Boyle came in and he told 
us, I think my brother called for him. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was that last? 

The Witness: I think my brother had called Sheriff 
Boyle and brought him down and as I remember Senator 
Herman Baumer was there, ex-Senator. 

8706 But anyway, Sheriff Boyle told us about a con¬ 
ference that he had had the previous night, and 

maybe about midnight in the Bethlehem offices with the 
Bethlehem officials, and he told us that he had sent a tele¬ 
gram to the Governor, requesting additional protection in 
Johnstown. He had heard of this rumored march of the 
miners. He was asked whether Bethlehem had agreed to 
the necessity. He stated clearly that they had not. He 
sent it anyway. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What did he sav? 

The Witness: Just about that, he said Bethlehem agreed 
to it and lie said they did not. I remember Mr. Heckman 
saying to him, “Well, if you have enough influence/’—you 
see by that time the martial law announcement was there— 
“to got the Governor to declare martial law. you.have got 
enough influence to call off the march of the miners.” 

And. the gentlemen, the men there urged him pretty 
strongly, and he said, “I wash my hands of it, it is out of 
my hands.” 

I remember drawing him aside, I took him over to a desk 
in the far corner of the office, and T said to him, “Mike”— 
I know him very well—“from the nature of your work, you 
understand the meaning of the word ‘rape’ ”. 

I said, “You are in a dirty political plot to rape 

8707 vour own communitv.” 

• • 

I said, “Either unknowingly, as a tool, or know¬ 
ingly, you have been bought off. You are in this.” 

I said, “Either unknowingly or knowingly, you have been 
bought off or sold out.” That was the idea. T didn’t get 
very far with him, but I was made— 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well now, then, will you go ahead? 
Was anything else that you remember said at that confer¬ 
ence while you were there? A. Well, after he left there 
was some discussion as to what to do, and somebody made 
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the suggestion that since the President, the day before, 
had appointed his Mediation Commission, with Charles P. 
Taft, of Cincinnati, as the head—wait a minute, there was 
a manmamed McGradv, is that right? I think a man named 
McGrady, and Lloyd Garrison, is that right? 

(At!this point the witness looks at the Trial Examiner, 
and the Trial Examiner nodded his head.) 

The Witness: Yes, the three men had been appointed a 
Mediation Commission, and the first statement—and it was 
carried by the newspapers—that Mr. Taft had made was 
a request for the maintenance of the status quo. He said, 
“I request that the plants that are open stay open, and the 
plants that are shut stay shut.” 

So, in view of that fact, we felt that the proper—the 
group in the discussion felt that the proper thing 

8708 to do was to contact Mr. Taft and Reverend Stanton 
was delegated to do it. So, he got on the long dis¬ 
tance telephone, he tried to reach Mr. Taft at Cincinnati, 
and they told, at least he told us that the operator told him 
that he was in Cleveland, and he located him in Cleveland. 
Some of the members of the group had gone out to lunch, 
but I remember that I stayed there, I think Lawrence 
Campbell was there. I believe that Reverend Nicely was 
there, and I heard Reverend Stanton’s end of the conver¬ 
sation, in which he made this request, that just in line with 
what Mr. Taft had suggested, we were making this appeal 
to him. 

The plant was operating, the rate of operations were 
building up and that we, that lie, Reverend Stanton, as rep¬ 
resenting the Citizens’ Committee, was requesting him to 
ask the Governor to rescind this martial law proclamation 
and maintain the status quo as far as Johnstown was con¬ 
cerned. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) What do you mean by “the status 
quo”? A. Well, the plant operating. You see, he had re¬ 
quested that the day before— 

Q. Well now— A. I heard only the one end of the con¬ 
versations. So, after he hung up, he told us that 

8709 Mr. Taft had promised to call him back within an 
hour or two at the most. 

Q. He, being Mr. Stanton? A. “He” being Reverend 
Stantoh. So then, I went to lunch. I think Reverend Stan- 
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ton ate right in the place, waiting for the telephone call, 
and T didn't get back there for some time, and when I got 
back lie, Reverend Stanton, told me that he had made a sec¬ 
ond telephone call, because lie hadn’t heard from Mr. Taft, 
and Mr. Taft had denied the request of the Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee. 

Q. What time of day about was that? A. That is a little 
difficult, it might have been three o’clock or so. It might 
have been a little after three. 

Q. Well. I ask— A. 1 was late going to lunch. I know I 
didn’t get there until after one o’clock anyway. You see, 
I had listened to the conversation, the first one, not the sec¬ 
ond one. 

Q. Well now, you have told us of a number of the men 
who were present at the conference that day at Mr. Camp¬ 
bell’s office. It might be helpful if you will tell us again, 
taking the list as you remember them. A. Well, you see, 
all during this whole strike the groups were constantly 
changing. Somebody would come in and somebody would 
go out. While these things were going on, and it is 
S710 definite, it is difficult to place everybody always, I 
remember the ones specifically— 

Q. Well, tell us as well as you can. A. Yes. 

Q. You said the Executive Committee, you were at a 
meeting first of the Executive Committee. Now, who of 
the Executive Committee were present? A. Well, I know 
Heckman was there, and I think Fiig was there, and I know 
my brother was there, and Stanton was there, and Law¬ 
rence Campbell was there, and I testified ex-Senator Her¬ 
man Baumer was there. 

Q. Sheriff Boyle came in? A. Sheriff Boyle came in and 
Reverend Nicely, I don’t remember when he came in. Off¬ 
hand. I don’t remember, I have a hazy recollection; there 
were some others there, but I don’t place them all. 

Q. Well now, was there anything further done with ref¬ 
erence to the conversation with Mr. Taft? A. No. 

Q. Did he report back while you were there? A. No, I 
came back after Reverend Stanton had gotten in touch with 
him the second time, you see, and I was told that he had 
refused his request. 

Q. Well, do you mean by that that Mr. Taft did not call 
back and that Mr. Stanton— A. No, he didn’t call back 
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and Mr. Stanton had to call him again, yes, yes, the 

8711 Reverend Stanton called him back. I don’t think I 
took any active part in anything else on Saturday, 

1 am just trying to recollect. 1 think I went home. 

Q. Did you learn anything during the day as to the State 
Police? A. Yes, yes, the Tribune carried some announce¬ 
ment there were 700 State Police being ordered into Johns¬ 
town. 

Q. Did you do anything about the fact in that regard? 
Did you investigate anything of that sort ? A. 1 saw that 
the next day, yes, sir. 

Q. You did see them? A. Oh, Heavens, I never seen so 
many policemen in my life. 

Q. Well now, then, if that was all on Saturday, will you 
tel! us what if anything happened on Sunday with reference 
to the strike, or the committee, so far as you were con¬ 
cerned? A. Yes,— 

Mr. Shawe: June 20th, isn’t it ? 

Mr. Moore: June 20th, yes. 

The Witness: The Sunday papers carried an announce¬ 
ment that the miners’ march had been called off. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) What do mean by the Sunday 

8712 papers? A. The Sunday morning paper. Well, I 
wouldn’t know which, I read three, I read the New 

York Times, the Philadelphia Inquirer, and the Pittsburgh 
Press, so that, one of them carried it. 

Q. Do you know whether or not there was any issue of 
the Democrat here on that day, Sunday ? A. 1 think there 
was, I have a hazy recollection of buying a special, but I 
am not sure. 

Q. All right then, go ahead, tell us what you did, if 
anything, on Sunday? A. Well, I rose pretty early, and 
my wife and I drove downtown. We drove down the South- 
mont Boulevard and at the point where it intersects at 
Franklin Street, right at the intersection of it, yes, where 
it intersects with Franklin Street, there is a Gulf Refining 
station, and at that point there was six highway patrol¬ 
men on motorcycles. I could see further out Franklin 
Street was the Roxbury ‘District, more State policemen, 
highway patrolmen. 

8713 We drove through Franklin Street, and by golly, 

1 every half a block or so here would be some more 
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policemen. We drove around town this way and right in 
the alley here— 

Q. You mean in the alley besides the Hendler Hotel? 
A. Beside the Headier Hotel, I think there must have been 
fifty motorcycle policemen, they were making an awful 
racket, you know when they step on their motorcycles, they 
make an awful racket. No activity in the town, quiet, I 
didn’t see anybody. 

So, I turned to my wife and said, “You know, this 
thing is peculiar, how could they get notice to forty thou¬ 
sand miners in five counties to call off a march this fast ?” 

Well, anvwav— 

Q. Did she tell you? A. She said she thought it was 
peculiar, too. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that because she is a dutiful 
wife ? 

The Witness: No, I think she has ideas of her own. She 
is that kind of a wife, that is right, I married an Irish girl. 
Well, anyway, we drove home and we had dinner, and early 
in the afternoon, my brother called me and he says, “There 
is going to be a meeting at the Country Club this after¬ 
noon,” and he said, “1 will pick you up and we will 
8714 go up together.” That is my brother Carl, as I said, 
I have three brothers. 

So, we drove out to the Country Hub and we found fifty 
or sixty men there and Francis Martin was presiding, as 
I remember it. They stated that the purpose of the thing 
was to devise same ways or means to get ourselves and 
our community out of the situation that it was in. 

Q. When you say the purpose of the thing, what do you 
mean, of the meeting? A. I remember Ben Faunce, 
F-a-u-n-c-e, got up and he said, “This idea is fantastic,” 
but he says, “in situations like this, sometimes the fantas¬ 
tic things work.” 

He said, “There is no machinery for doing it, but if 
the worst comes to the worst, let's resign from the State.” 
He said, “That will bring our situation to the country.” 

There was a, I believe, Howard Stull was appointed 
chairman of the Committee of Lawyers to— 

Q. I didn’t get his name. A. Stull, S-t-u-1-1, he is an 
attorney in town,— to study the Governor’s martial law 
proclamation, and see of there were any loopholes in it, 
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or aiiy means that we could avail ourselves of. You see, 
just in explanation, it wasn’t only thirty or forty or fifty 
men ! that were taking a part in this work, the group con¬ 
stantly kept changing. Every prominent person in 

8715 the town vou would meet at some time or other at 
one of these meetings, or in part of the work. 

Xow, in this lawyers’ grout) I don't know how many 
volunteers they enlisted among the lawyers to work on this 
proclamation. I know* they burnt a lot of midnight oil. 

Q. Well, I didn’t understand you, do you mean that Mr. 
Stull was appointed a member of the committee: A. Xo, 
rhairman of the Lawyers’ Committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That would be in the nature 
of a sub-committee? 

The Witness. A sub-committee, yes, yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom. Go ahead. 

The Witness: Well, I tell you, we talked, and there was a 
lot of discussion, general discussion. I remember getting 
up and saying “our problem is simply to get our story to 
the country, if there is any way we can do it, the people 
of the United States are basically sound, and we need, all 
our problem is to get it to the country." Well anyway, we 
left without anv verv definite conclusions. It was in the, 
the meeting was sort of a get-together and talking over of 
the problem, because I know I went home, as I told you, I 
came with my brother and lie drove me back, and 1 was sick, 
1 couldn't eat, because I still hadn’t seen any way out. 

8716 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, now, that you have 
• stopped for a moment— A. Yes. 

Q. —vou sav “to get our storv to the countrv.” What 
do you mean bv “our story?” A. The story of the closing 
of the mills and the story of, well, wait a minute—the story 
of the violation of the rights of the citizens in the com¬ 
munity by the Governor. , 

Q. And, you say talking over the- problem. What do 
you mean by “ the problem”? A. The problem presented 
by the closing of the mills. 

8717 Q. Well now, you spoke about “action by the 
Governor” and “our story,” and, “our problem.” 

Whin do you mean, you spoke about “injustice", what do 
you mean by that? A. Well, I felt that, if you want to 
phrase it, well, let's phrase it this way: there were a few 
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violent in the community and a lot of peaceful people, 
thousands of peaceful people, and he was intervening in 
favor of the violent few. 

Q. You mean the Governor? A. The Governor. He was 
forgetting, he was forgetting the spirit and tin* intent, if 
not the letter of his oath of office, if you please. I feel 
pretty strongly on that thing. I felt the same way in June, 
1937. I feel that the Governor is a Governor of ail the 
people, that his obligation is to all the people, and when 
he intervenes in behalf, as I said, of a violent few, instead 
of a peaceful many, he is forgetting—Iwant to just pause 
a moment to collect my thoughts—he is forgetting the public 
office entails a public trust, the privilege of service to his 
people. In treating Johnstown like a conquered province, 
if you please, I feel that he has shattered the principles of 
decency in government. I feel that the man isn't fit to rule 
our people in Pennsylvania. And, 1 think I am perfectly 
consistent in making the criticism, because, by God, 

8718 I voted for the man. 

Q. Well now, will you go ahead with the meeting? 
Was any action taken at that Sunday afternoon meeting? 
A. I don't remember any specific action. There was 
some— 

Q. You have told us about the committee of lawyers 
being appointed. A. Yes. 

Q. Were there any other committees appointed? A. Oh, 
there probably were, the rest of it I don't remember some¬ 
how. 

Q. Well, did anything else happen during that Sunday, 
that you remember? A. Xo. I went home. 

Q. Now, take Monday up, the same way, June 21st. Did 
vou attend anv meetings or conferences on that dav? A. 
That is kind of hazy, sir. No, I didn't. I don't remember, 
but on Tuesday, I remember being in Lawrence Campbell’s 
office and for some reason or other, Mike Boyle came in, 
so T got Mike in the corner again. I said, “Mike, you have 
put the community in a hole, and-it was your action that 
led to this train of events. Now, you can put the Governor 
in the hole by requesting him to rescind martial law as 
being absolutely unnecessary.” 

8719 He refused. 

Mr. Shawe: May we have what was said, Mr. 
Examiner f 



4508 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what was said. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, he said he refused. 

The 'Witness: Well, that is what was said, he refused. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, how did he refuse, did he 
shake his head? 

The Witness: He said— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Or, did lie say something? 

The Witness: He said, “Xo, it is out of my hands.” 

Mr. Shawe: Did he say anything else? 

The Witness: I don’t remember. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, was anything else said, did 
anything else happen or was anything else done at Mr. 
Campbell’s office that morning besides the— A. That is 
the only thing that stands out in my memory at the present 
time. 

Q. Well now, was there any other meetings or conferences 
of the citizens, in so far as you remember? After you have 
told us about Tuesday, running down through that week? 
A. Well, you see, I know the Executive Committee was 
having continuous meetings during that time, but I wasn't 
' a member of the Executive Committee, so I didn't 
8720 figure in on these meetings. 

Q. Well, I am referring to meetings that you at¬ 
tended. A. I have no recollection of it right now at least, 
of any other meetings. 

Q. Well now then, take the next week, beginning with 
Sunday, June 27th. A. Sunday I was at another meeting 
at the Country Club. 

Q. That is Sunnehanna Country Club? A. Sunnehanna 
Country Club. When would that date be? 

Q.• 27th. A. Let’s see, the 11th, 12th, 13th, 27th—that is 
right, sir. And somebody else presided, it wasn’t Martin. 

0. Was this a meeting of the— A. Of a group of us. You 
see, tis 1 explained, the groups kept changing all the time. 
You'would see new faces and the old faces would occur 
again, then some new faces, but the whole, I can’t explain it 
any other way that that* we were like football teams in a 
huddle, we would try every tactic we could. We weren’t 
getting very far, so someone would have a counter-sugges¬ 
tion. I never saw any minutes kept at any meeting. Some¬ 
body would say, “Bill, you do this,” and, “John, you do 
that,” and that was a job, and we did it. 



BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 4509 


Q. Well now, you say meetings of citizens. What do 
you mean by “citizens’'? A. Well, the people of 

8721 the Greater Johnstown community, and most of 
them were prominently identified in one way or an¬ 
other with the life of the community. 1 think at this meeting, 
Bob Waters, he either presided, or he was in the chair for 
a while,—Waters, or at least he made a short speech, and 
Bob McEldownev was there, and thev made him chairman 
of the Big Gifts Committee. You see, during the preced¬ 
ing week, the “We Protest” ad had appeared in all the 
newspapers of the country, and I believe on Saturday night 
from Johnstown, WJAC, the first radio address had been 
made by Reverend Stanton. 

Q. That is Saturday, June 26tli? A. That would be the 
26th, yes. But, anyway, the group had spent money, the 
radio ad—or the ads were out and the radio addresses were 
under way, so Bob McEldownev was appointed chairman 
of the Big Gifts Committee to raise money in town. lie 
made a speech, and there were tears running down his 
cheeks. 

Mr. Shawe: May we have what was said, Mr. Examiner? 

Mr. Moore: Go ahead, tell us, will you? 

The Witness: This is very pertinent, if I may be per¬ 
mitted to interrupt. He said, “You all know that there 
is nobody in Johnstown that hates the Bethlehem Steel 
Company any more than 1 do, because, by God, five years 
ago they fired me, but—” he said, “this isn’t the 

8722 question of the Bethlehem Steel, this is the question 
of the rights of any, every individual in this com¬ 
munity.” 

He said, “That is why I am taking this job.” 

So anyway, of the group that was there, we were divided 
up, the list was called out and some one fellow was assigned 
to McEldownev's group and another, I believe Bob 
Waters’ group, somebody else had charge of the group. 
Anyway, I was in the group that was assigned to Bob Mc- 
Eldowney, and we went out on the sun porch—this was in 
the main living room of the Sunnehanna—and we went out 
in the sun porch and they had gotten hold of a card index 
file, I believe, of Community Chest contributors, so they 
would read these names out and you would volunteer to 
take somebody that you knew, and wc talked over tactics. 
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and they decided it would be better to go in pairs, so lists 
were made for each pair. 

We covered all the establishments, business establish¬ 
ments of any size, and all, in the community and any 
wealthy individuals, anybody that we figured that we could 
get the money from. 

( t ). These pairs going out, as I understand you, being two 
together? A. Two men. 

Q. For the purpose of soliciting? A. Soliciting contri¬ 
butions to the Citizens’ Committee. 

8723 Q. And, was that done, did the pairs go out.’ A. 
i Yes, I went out with Bill Patterson of the Johns¬ 
town Office Supplies, he and I worked together. 

( t ). Did the solicitors meet with any success, do you know? 
A. We got a hundred per cent., I don't know of anybody 
that was turned down. I never saw anything like it. By 
gollv, evervbodv wanted to contribute. 

Q. You mean got a hundred per cent., what do you mean 
by that? A. Well, 1 mean a hundred per cent, contribu¬ 
tions, some were large, some were a little smaller, and some 
people would make it out in the business name, somebody 
would want to give his wife’e name. 

Q. Well, 100 per cent, of what? A. Of the prospects we 
had. 

Q. Xow, that is of the prospects that were assigned to 
you, everyone contributing, is that the situation? A. Yes, 
that is the situation, that is Sundav, isn't it? 

Q. That is Sunday, yes. A. Let's go to Monday them if 
you will. 1 explained these radio speeches had been going 
on. The first one was Saturday night. Whether there w’as 
one on Sunday, 1 don't remember, but there was one sched- 
; uled for eight o’clock Monday night, but during the 

8724 day, during Monday, I had heard a report that Gov 

: ernor Earle was going to be in town and he was 
going to speak on the strike situation from Johnstown, 
from WJAC, so I called up the station and I verified that. 
He w*as scheduled at 7:15. I think, if vou will refer to the 
Democrat of that day, you will see Governor Earle’s name 
on the radio page, scheduled, 7:15. 

So, my w’ife and I went over to my mother's and there 
were my brother and mother and dad, and 1 don’t know 
who else was there, they had a better radio over there than 
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we had, so we were going to listen,—one of our good 
Philcos, incidentally, 1 might as well get some advertising 
out of it. 

Anyway, we waited, and 7:15 passed and no speech. We 
waited a few minutes more and still no speech, so I went 
to the telephone, tried to get the radio station; busy. I 
kept on trying; busy; kept on trying; busy. 1 guess it was 
fifteen minutes before I got them, and the only information 
they gave us was that they didn't know what had happened, 
but the speech had been cancelled ten minutes before and 
now, I understand that at that time Governor Earle was 
in Johnstown. I have been so informed at the, down at the 
hotel. 

Q. Do you know whether he did speak that night or not ? 
A. He didn't speak over the radio station; I was 
ST25 told that he spoke to a truck drivers' banquet in 
which they were assessed two and one-half at the 
Stanwix, but he didn't speak over the radio station. Then, 
at eight o’clock Reverend Stanton came on. You see, that 
carries us to when, 28th, doesn't it? 

Q. 28th. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 29th. 

Mr. Moore: 28th. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 28th, that is all right. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) 28th? A. Monday, yes. Well, T 
ildnk there were three radio speeches. Now, whether they 
followed Saturday, Monday or Tuesday, or Saturday, Sun¬ 
day and Monday, I don't know, but my impression is that 
they were Saturday. Monday and Tuesday. 

( L >. Well, in those radio programs, was Mr. Stanton the 
only speaker, do you know, or were there others? A. He 
was certainly the principal speaker. 1 wouldn't remember 
—I remember they opened and closed with the Star 
Spangled Banner, and the announcement would say, 
“Johnstown is on the air." That was a State-wide hookup, 
if I am correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

872(> Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. Suppose 
we take about ten minutes’ recess? 

(Whereupon a short recess was taken, after which the 
following proceedings were had:) 



4512 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


S727 i Trial Examiner Bloom: You may proceed. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) One question, Mr. Geis, I 
neglected to ask you: Do you know Mr. Charles R. Elli- 
cott? A. Oh, I think 1 have met him once, I certainly don't 
know him well. 

Q. Do you know who he is l A. Yes, 1 know who he is. 

Q. Xow, Mr. Geis, I propose to ask you some questions 

that are somewhat long and involved, and I wish it* you 

don't thoroughly understand them you would say so because 

vou can have them read a* manv times as vou like to be sure 
♦ • * 

you do understand them. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, Mr. Examiner, I presume this as a 
general line of connection in these questions, and I think 
it would save time if we can have a general objection noted 
to every question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

The Witness: Yes sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you don’t hear, Mr. Geis, 
from me, go ahead and answer them. 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you hear from me, if you 
hear me say “sustained" then you simply refrain from an¬ 
swering. 

The Witness: Just refrain from answering, yes, 
8728 sir, I see. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did any one purporting to be 
a representative of or to be acting for, or to be authorized 
to act for, either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation at any time before or during the strike 
amohg the employees of Bethlehem Steel Company at its 
Cambria Plant in June, 1927, directly or indirectly suggest 
to you or order or direct that you, or in so far as you know, 
that the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or any member, 
officer, representative or committee thereof, do or refrain 
from doing anything in connection with the formation of 
the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? A. No, sir. 

Q.i Now, if you will carry in mind the forepart— A. 
Might I be allowed to elaborate on this? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes certainly. 

The Witness: I don’t remember, with the exception of 
the first meeting at the Elks where Mr. Evans— 
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Q. (By Mr. Moore) Evans! A. Evans, made a speech, 
or a statement, that they intended to keep the plant operat¬ 
ing, I don’t remember seeing any Bethlehem men. 

Q. At any of the meetings which you attended! A. Xo. 

Q. I will repeat the forepart of the question 

8729 again and then ask you a little different question at 
the end. A. All right. 

Q. Did any one purporting to be a representative of or 
to be acting for or to be authorized to act for, either Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation at 
any time before or during the strike among the employees 
of Bethlehem Steel Company at its Cambria Plant in June, 
1937, directly or indirectly suggest to you or order or direct 
that you or in so far as you know, that the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee or any member, officer, representative 
or committee thereof, do or refrain from doing anything in 
connection with any of the activities of the Johnstown 
Citizens' Committee or of its Executive Committee or of 
any other committee in the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee! 
A. Xo. Could I elaborate again? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly, sir. 

The Witness: I hold no brief for the Bethlehem Steel 
Company and I hold no brief for the union. I think that 
at times the Bethlehem Steel Company has been dumb and 
the union dumber, if you please. All right, I have no ob¬ 
jection to unions, we have a union contract with our truck 
drivers right now. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) If you carry in mind the forepart 
of the question, I said— A. Yes, sir. 

8730 Q. —ever directly or indirectly suggest to you or 
order or direct that you, or in so far as you know, 

that the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or any member, 
officer, representative or committee thereof, do or refrain 
from doing anything in connection with the holding of any 
meetings ? A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with the issuance of any public 
statement or statements? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the insertion of any advertise¬ 
ment or advertisements in anv newspaper or newspapers? 
A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with the publication of any booklet 
or booklets or any pamphlet or pamphlets? A. No. 
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Q. Or in connection with the making of any speeches or 
statements over the radio or otherwise? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the solicitation of or expendi¬ 
ture of funds? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the sending of any communica¬ 
tion to or tlie holding of any conferences with officials 
S7J1 1 of or other persons purporting to represent the 
1 United States of America or the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania or Cambria County or the City of Johnstown 
or Franklin Boro or the so-called Steel Workers' Com¬ 
mittee? A. Xow, that thing is pretty involved, that is 
pretty hard to follow, if you please, let's get that one again. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 suggest, Mr. Moore, you read 
the entire question. 

Mri Moore: I think 1 should read, thank you. 

The Witness: Yes. 


(,>. (By Mr. Moore) Did any one purporting to be a 
representative of or to be acting for or to be authorized 
to act for either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem 
Steel 1 Corporation at any time before or during the strike 
among the employees of Bethlehem Steel Company at its 
Cambria Plant in June, 1937, directly or indirectly suggest 
to you or order or direct that you, or in so far as you know, 
that the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or any member, 
officer, representative or committee thereof, do or refrain 
from doing anything in connection with the sending of any 
communications to or the holding of any conferences with 
officials of, or other persons purporting to represent the 
United States of America? A. Xo. 

Q. Or the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania ? A. 
8732 Xo. 

Q. Or Cambria County? A. Xo. 

Q. Or the City of Johnstown? A. Xo. 

Q. Or Franklin Boro? A. Xo. 

QJ Or the so-called Steel Workers' Committee? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with anvthing whatsoever? A. 
Well- 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained; Mr. Moore, in the 
previous question I think the witness’ idea there was a 
pretty good one. 

Mr. Moore: I agree with you. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: I would suggest in the future 
that you make a slight pause and let him answer. 

Mr. Moore: I think that is a good suggestion. 

The Witness: I don't remember. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, you have told us about that. 

The Witness: All right, I was going to elaborate on 
that, all right. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did any one whom you know or be¬ 
lieve to have been a representative of or acting for or au¬ 
thorized to act for either Bethlehem Steel Company 

8733 or Bethlehem Steel Corporation at any time before 
or during the strike among the employees of the 

Bethlehem Steel Company at its Cambria Plant in June, 
1937, directly or indirectly suggest to you or order or 
direct that you or in so far as you know that the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee or any member, officer, representative 
or committee thereof, do or refrain from doing anything 
in connection with the formation of the Johnstown Citizens’ 
Committee/ A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with any of the activities of the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? A. Xo. 

Q. Or of its Executive Committee? A. I can't answer 
for the Executive Committee, 1 wasn’t on it, but so far as I 
know, no. 

Q. Well, my question is, did any one whom you know or 
believe to have been a representative of, ever direct— A. 
Well, I don't know that they did, no. 

Q. Well, they never directed you? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in so far as you know, the committee or any com¬ 
mittee of the— A. Certainly not as far as I know, sir. 

Q. Or any other committee of the Johnstown Citi- 

8734 zens’ Committee? A. As far as I know, no. 

Q. Or in connection with the holding of any meet¬ 
ings ? A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with the issuance of any public state¬ 
ment or statements? A. So far as I know, no. 

Q. Or the insertion of any advertisement or advertise¬ 
ments in any newspaper or newspapers? A. So far as I 
know, no. 

Q. Or the publication of any booklet or booklets or any 
pamphlet or pamphlets? A. As far as I know, no. 
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Q. Or in connection with the making of any speeches or 
statements over the radio or otherwise? A. As far as I 
know, no, I certainly know that I would not take any dicta¬ 
tion from them as to any suggestion I have made, whether 
theirs or mv own. 

Q. Or in connection with the solicitation or expenditure 
of funds? A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with the sending of any communica¬ 
tions to or the holding of any conferences with officials of 
or other persons purporting to represent the United States 
of America ? A. No. 

8735 ' Q. The answer is “no'"? A. No. 

Q. Or the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania? A. No. 

Q. Or Cambria County? A. No. 

Q. Or the City of Johnstown? A. No. 

Q. Or Franklin Boro? A. No. 

Q. Or the so-called Steel Workers' Committee? A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with anything whatsoever? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) In taking any action or in doing 
anything or in refraining from taking any action or doing 
anything, did you as a member of the Johnstown Citizens’ 
Committee or of any committee of the Johnstown Citizens' 
Committee ever act for the purpose of aiding, helping or 
benefiting Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel 
Corploration as distinguished from any other interest or 
other property owner, whether located in Johnstown or 
elsewhere ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) In taking any action or in 

8736 doing anything, or in refraining from taking any ac¬ 
tion or doing anything, did you as a member of the 

Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of any other committee, 
or of any committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, 
ever endeavor to act for the purpose of aiding, helping or 
benefiting Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel 
Corporation as distinguished from any other interest or 
other property owner, whether located in Johnstown or 
elsewhere ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom. Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) In so far as you know, did the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or its Executive Committee 
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or any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee or any member or representative of any of such com¬ 
mittees, ever take any action or do anything or refrain from 
taking any action or doing anything for the purpose of aid¬ 
ing, helping or benefiting Bethlehem Steel Company or 
Bethlehem Steel Corporation as distinguished from any 
other interest or other property owner, whether located in 
Johnstown or elsewhere? 

Trial Examiner Bloom. Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did any member or representative 
of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of its Executive 
Committee or of any other committee of the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee at any meeting of any of such 

8737 committees which you attended, or elsewhere, in so 
far as vou know, ever sav in words or in substance 

that the taking of any action or the doing of anything or 
the refraining from taking any action or doing any thing by 
any of such committees or by any member or representa¬ 
tive thereof, was for the purpose of aiding, helping or 
benefiting Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel 
Corporation as distinguished from any other interest or 
other property owner, whether located in Johnstown or 
elsewhere? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Not so far as I know, no. 

May I develop this? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Surely. 

The Witness: So far as 1 am individually concerned, 
I am interested primarily in the community, something 
that is for the good of Johnstown as a whole, that is what I 
am interested in, that is what I am for. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, my question goes farther than 
that, it is a question of whether you heard anybody say— 
A. No, I did not hear. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Geis, are you sure you 
have that question in mind, because that volunteer state¬ 
ment of yours might make one who reads the record be¬ 
lieve that possibly you had not heard the forepart of 

8738 the question in its entirety ? Mr. Moore, I suggest 
that it might be advisable to repeat that. 

The Witness: All right, I might want to correct that. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: To make sure that lie thor¬ 
oughly understands it. 

The Witness: Yes, these things are so darned involved 
that it takes a Philadelphia lawyer to follow them. I don't 
know where you are from, sir. 

Mr. Moore: Well, they are framed with the object of 
being searching and we try to make them as all-inclusive 
as we can. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. I (By Mr. Moore) This is the same question I am re¬ 
reading. A. Yes. 

Q. Did any member or representative of the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee or of its Executive Committee or of 
any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee 
at any meeting of any of such committees which you at¬ 
tended or elsewhere, in so far as you know, ever say in 
words or substance that the taking of any action or the 
doing of anything or the refraining from taking any action 
or doing anything by any of such committees or by any 
member or representative thereof was for the pur- 
8739 pose of aiding, helping or benefiting Bethlehem 
Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation as 
distinguished from any other interest or property owner, 
whether located in Johnstown or elsewhere? A. Why. the 
answer is no, and I would like to have you strike out the 
balance of it, sir, because I agree with you it isn't perti¬ 
nent. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Was anything said in any meeting 
of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of its Executive 
Committee or of any other committee of the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee which you attended to the effect that 
anything was to be done or attempted by the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee or by its Executive Committee or by 
any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Commit¬ 
tee in the interest of Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Corporation as distinguished from any other in¬ 
terest or other property owner, whether located in Johns¬ 
town or elsewhere? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: No. 
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S740 Q. (Bv Mr. Moore) Now, you testified, Mr. Geis, 
that at the Monday evening meeting at the Elks 
Club, Mr. Evans was present and when called upon, made 
a statement something about keeping the mills open, if T 
remember? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you remember the making of that statement, do 
you regard the making of that statement as a transaction 
of business? A. No, he was asked for a statement, as I 
remember it, he made it. 

Q. But you don’t regard it as a transaction of business? 
A. No, I do not, sir. 

Q. Did Mr. Evans, in so far as you know, take any part 
in the transaction of any business that was transacted at 
that meeting? A. So far as I know, not as far as I can 
recollect, sir. 

Q. Did Mr. Evans take any part, in so far as you know, 
in the transaction of any business that was transacted at 
any time by the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or by its 
Executive Committee or bv any other committee of the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? A. As far as I know, no. 

Q. Did Mr. C. R. Ellicott, in so far as you know, ever 
take any part in the transaction of any business which was 
transacted at any time by the Johnstown Citizens’ 
8741 Committee or by its Executive Committee or by any 
other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee? A. As far as I know, no. 

Q. Did you ever hear from any member or representa¬ 
tive of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of its Exec¬ 
utive Committee or of any other committee of the Johns¬ 
town Citizens’ Committee that Mr. Ellicott, Mr. C. R. Eili- 
cott, took any part in the transaction of any business that 
was transacted by any of such committees? A. I did not. 

Q. Did you ever hear from any member or representa¬ 
tive of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of its Execu¬ 
tive Committee or of any other committee of the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee that Mr. Sidney D. Evans ever took 
any part in the transaction of any business that was trans¬ 
acted at anv time bv anv of such committees? A. No. 

* * * 

Mr. Shawe: I presume my objections apply to these 
questions, as well, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, I so understand it. 
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Mr. Moore: I so understood it. I don’t understand the 
question of counsel— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it is all the same series. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, if you have the ques- 

8742 tion before you I will try to split the next one which 
we talked about the other day. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

The Witness: It must be tough. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I thought it was. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did any person purporting to be a 
representative of or to be acting for or to be authorized to 
act for either the Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation, ever take any part, in so far as you 
know, in the transaction of any business that was trans¬ 
acted at any time by the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee 
or by its Executive Committee or by any other committee 
of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? A. As far as I 
know, no. 

Q. Did you ever hear from any member or representa¬ 
tive of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or its Execu¬ 
tive Committee or of any other committee of the Johns¬ 
town'Citizens’ Committee that any person purporting to 
be a representative of or to be acting for or to be author¬ 
ized to act for either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Corporation ever took any part in the transac¬ 
tion of any business that was transacted at any time by any 
of such committees? A. As far as I know, no. 

Q. Well, the question is, did you ever hear? A. 

8743 No, I didn’t hear. 

Q. Did you ever hear from any member or repre¬ 
sentative of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of its 
Executive Committee or of any other committee of the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee that any person who you 
know was, or believe to have been, a representative of, or 
acting for, or authorized to act for, either Bethlehem Steel 
Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, ever took any 
part in the transaction of any business that was transacted 
at any time by any of such committees? A. No. 

8744 Q. Did you ever hear that any member—the an¬ 
swer was “No.” You got it? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The answer was no. 

The Witness: No. 
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Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you ever hear from any mem¬ 
ber or representative of the Johnstown Citizens’ Commit¬ 
tee or of its Executive Committee or any other committee 
of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee that any person who 
was such member or representative stated that he knew or 
believed was a representative of, or acting for, or author¬ 
ized to act for, either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Corporation ever took any part in the transac¬ 
tion of any business transacted at any time by any of such 
committees? A. No. 

Q. The answer is no. Now the next one, Mr. Examiner, 
I will try to split again. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did any member or representative 
of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of its Executive 
Committee or of any other committee of the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee ever tell you that there ever was any 
connection between any of such committees and either such 
company or such corporation? A. No. 

S745 Q. Did anyone who purported to be a representa¬ 
tive of, or to be acting for, or to be authorized to act 
for either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel 
Corporation ever tell you that there was any connection be¬ 
tween any of such committees and either such company or 
such corporation? A. No. 

Q. Did anyone who you know was or believe to have been 
a representative of or acting for or authorized to act for 
either such company or such corporation ever tell you that 
there ever was anv connection between anv of such com- 
mittees and either such companv or such corporation? A. 
No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you down to the list, Mr. 
Moore ? 

Mr. Moore: I am down to it. Do you want to take an 
adjournment here? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What time is it? 

Mr. Moore: 25 after 12. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you furnish the wit¬ 
ness with the list, furnish him the question and the list 
during the recess, and that would save time. 

The Witness: What kind of a list is this? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore has the list. 
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The Witness: Can I take a look at it? 

8746 Trial Examiner Bloom: That is the difficulty, I 
don't think you can look at it too quickly. 

The Witness: All right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: However, if you wish. 

The Witness: Well, I either know them or don’t know 
them, the names. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you want to scan them. 

Mr. Moore: I can give you a copy of the list, and you 
could look it over during the recess, if that is all right. 
The Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: Well, the Examiner simply suggests that I 
ask you the question so that you will know the purpose 
for which the list is handed to you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Otherwise it would be difficult 
for you to read the list intelligently, Mr. Geis. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) The question is: Were any of the 
following named persons a member of the Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee or of any committee thereof: 

Eugene G. Grace 
Frederick A. Shick 
Robert E. McMath 
George H. Blakeley 

C. Austin Buck 

8747 Charles R. Holton 
Charles M. Schwab 

James H. Ward 
Quincy Bent 
Archibald Johnston 
Joseph M. Larkin 
Paul Mackall 
Xorborne Berkeley 
Charles D. Marshall 
William J. Brown 
James P. Bender 
Charles R. Miller 
Edward B. Hill 
William H. Johnstone 
Warren M. Driver 
Sigmund L. Ilolverstott 
Richard H. Schlottman 
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Frederick N. Finger 
Robert Young . 

Fred H. Overdorf 
William L. Aehenbaeh 
Donald T. Aikenhead 
Jesse V. Honeycutt 
John M. Ellis 

Charles M. Denise 

8748 William H. Stewart 
Paul W. Cotton 

Edward F. Gohl 
Robert S. A. Dougherty 
Roy A. Lewis 
Charles R. Ellicott 
Harry A. Whitaker 
Edward F. Entwisle 
Jacob H. Edmonds 
Stewart J. Cort 
Frank A. Robbins, Jr. 
Edwin J. Paulus 
T. Scott Clingan 
Thomas R. Johns 
Myrle L. Jacobs 
Arthur F. Peterson 
Edward J. Quackenbush 
Agustino T. De Serrano 
John M. Gross 
Harry C. Crawford 
Ralph E. Hough 
Sidney D. Evans 
Ewart L. Roberts 
John C. Davies 

Francis A. Dunn 

8749 Homer M. Crossett 
Ralph Kent 

Gordon R. Baer 
Frank E. Howells 
Harry R. Coulson 
Harry A. Marley 
Harry H. Phillips 
Thomas F. Gallagher 
Clifford T. Ward 
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William IT. Bennett 
Thomas C. Kern 
Patrick J. Scott 
Daniel W. O'Leary 
Scott D. Baumer 
Charles J. Eppley 
Edwin W. Trexler 
George W. Rodgers 
Harry F. Raab 
Jerrv F. Wilbur 
Harold C. Cox 
Harry E. Trout 
Charles M. Schwartz 
Robert Earl Penrod 
Elliott IT. Hollenback 

William C. Frank 
8750 Clavton T. Harrison 
Bernard A. Blume 
Irwin W. Penrod 
Edward 0. Murray 
Walter M. Thomas 
Henrv P. Veil 
Frank E. Thompson 
Wilbur B. Hoddinott. 

Mr. Moore: Xow that list of names will go into the rec¬ 
ord, 1 and instead of reading them at this moment so that 
you could have an opportunity to look it over. 

The Witness: Thank you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Two o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 12:30 o’clock p. m., a recess was taken 
until 2:00 o’clock p. m.) 


8755 After Recess 

(Whereupon, the hearing was resumed after recess, at 
2:00 o’clock p. m.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come 
to order. 

Frank R. Geis resumed the stand as a witness for and on 
behalf of the Respondents, having been previously duly 
sworn, was examined and testified further as follows: 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: There was a question pending, 
Mr. Geis. Do you recall the question that was asked? 

The Witness: Yes, he asked me a question in reference 
to whether I had seen any of these individuals take paid 
at any times, is that right ? 

Mr. Moore: No, I will read the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you restate the ques¬ 
tion. 


Direct Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Were any of the following named 
persons— A. Yes. 

Q. —a member of the Citizens' Committee or of any 
committee thereof? A. So far as I know, none, no, sir. 1 
notice two names that are not Johnstowners too, Grace 
and Schwab. 

S756 Q. That are not Johnstown— A. Not Jolmstown- 
ers, yes. 

(>. Do you recognize any other names there as— A. I 
do not recognize any others as not being Johnstowners, in 
fact, I don’t know. 

Q. Well now, take the third name, take the second name. 
Mr. Frederick A. Shick. Do you know who he is: A. Xo. 
1 would probably know a dozen or maybe fifteen, or there¬ 
abouts, that is about all. 

Q. In so far as you know, did any of the persons whose 
names I read in asking the preceding question, that is tills 
list, at any time suggest to you, or order or direct that the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, or its Executive Com¬ 
mittee, or any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ 
Committee, or any member or officer or representative of 
any such committees, as such Citizens’ Committee, or such 
Executive Committee, or any such other committees or any 
such members or officer or representative, do or refrain 
from doing anything? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wait just a moment. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment. 

The Witness: That, I don’t understand without a re¬ 
reading, sir. 

Mr. Moore: Well, we will have it reread. 
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8757 Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you have that 
reread i 

Mr. Moore: The same question— 

The Witness: Do you want this list back? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Give that to the reporter. 

Qj (By Mr. Moore) That same list refers to, those are 
the names of the persons who were referred to in this last 
question I have just asked? A. Oh. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, I interrupted the witness, 
because I wanted to make very sure that he understood the 
question before he answered it. 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

The Witness: That is why I asked— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: With that in mind, would you 
repeat to him, please—would you repeat it to him, please, 
Mr. Hammond? 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last question as 
above set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: Let’s get it back. Read it a little slower, 
because I want to make some corrections in it, Mr. Reporter. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why not just restate it, Mr. 
Moore? 

Mr. Moore: Well— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think it would be shn- 

8758 pier if you would just read it over. 

Mr. Moore: All right, I will read the same ques¬ 
tion again. 

The Witness: Yes. 

8759 Q. (By Mr. Moore) In so far as you know, did 
any of the persons whose names I read in asking 

the preceding question, at any time suggest to you or order 
or direct that the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, or its 
Executive Committee, or any other committee of the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, or any member or officer 
or representative of any such committees—any of the mem¬ 
bers— 

Mr. Moore: Will you strike it all out, please? 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) In so far as you know, did any of 
the persons whose names I read in asking the preceding 
question, at any time suggest to you, or order or direct 
that the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, or its Executive 
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Committee, or any other committee of the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee, or any member or officer or representa¬ 
tive of any of such committees, as such Citizens’ Committee, 
or such Executive Committee, or any such other committee, 
or such member or officer or representative, do or refrain 
from doing’ anything: A. Now, wait a minute. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that question. 

Mr. Moore: Perhaps if I might show the question to 
the witness, Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, if you will, please. 

Mr. Moore: —I think perhaps— 

The Witness: I think I understand it now. 

8760 Mr. Moore: I think—off the record. 

(Thereupon, Mr. Moore made a statement off the record.) 

The Witness: So far as I know, no. It is easier to read 
it that way. 

Mr. Shawe: You have ruled on my objection? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, I meant to, if I didn't, Mr. 
Shawe, I am sorry. Overruled. 

Mr. Moore: That is all. 

The Witness: Mr. Examiner, could I make a correction 
on my morning testimony? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, go ahead. 

The Witness: All right, it is in reference to the meeting 
at the Chamber of Commerce rooms, Lawrence Campbell's 
office, on the morning of the 19th, that is Saturday, of the 
day martial law was declared. I don't think I made par¬ 
ticularly clear my phraseology, when I spoke, as I said, to 
Mike Boyle, got him into a corner. 

I said, ‘"Mike, from the nature of your work—" 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And this was at the Chamber 
of Commerce meeting? 

The Witness: Rooms, yes. —“you know what the 
word ‘rape’ means. You are in a dirty political plot to 
rape your community. Either unknowingly, as a 

8761 tool, you have taken, or knowingly you have been 
bought off.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, Mr. Geis— 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —if I may get this clear— 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you recall whether you 
stated the place where you had this conference with Mr. 
Boyle previously? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was it at the same place? 

The Witness: In the Chamber of Commerce rooms, as 
I testified, I took him aside to a desk, yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And the only— 

The Witness: And he and I were in the conversation. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The only change, then, in your 
testimonv is the— 

The Witness: Phraseology. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —is the phraseology. 

The Witness: Yes, phraseology, I don't believe the last 
part of my phraseology was clear, and I was thinking over 
it during the noon hour. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all right. Now, was 
there anything else you had in mind ? 

The Witness: Xo, sir. 

87(>2 Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Shawe? 

Cross-Examination 

Q. '(By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Oeis— A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You just referred to a conversation that you had with 
Mr. Boyle? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. On the morning of the 19th. What did you mean by 
the statement Mr. Boyle was in a dirty political plot? A. 
That is the way it appeared to me, sir. 

Q. Well, that is the way what appeared to you? A. The 
whole situation, sir. the sequence of events, if you please, 
it checked too perfect. 

Q. Well, would you mind telling me just what sequence 
of events you are referring to? A. Well, the violence dying 
down, the men disappearing, if you please, from the picket 
lines': the representatives of the government coming to 
town'asking us the question about vigilantes: the threat of 
the invasion of miners; the declaration of martial law,— 
the whole sequence, it looks to me—you have asked for it— 
it looks to me planned, if you please. In fact, when I spoke 
and offered the resolution at the Thursday meeting, at the 
Central High School, I felt that something else was coming, 
but I didn’t know what it was. 
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S763 Q. Why did you feel that way? A. I had had a 
hint. 

Q. A hint from who? A. I don’t remember, but there 
was some suggestion that something else would come. 

Q. Was it suggested by some person? A. Some person. 

Q. Would you mind telling us who suggested it ? A. I 
think Lawrence Campbell suggested it to me. He had had 
a suggestion. 

Q. What did he suggest'? A. He said there is something 
else coming, he didn’t know what. 

Q. Is that why you felt that there was a conspiracy? 
A. I felt because of the sequence of the events, sir, you 
see, I— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did this witness say anything 
about a conspiracy? 

Mr. Moore: I don’t think he did. 

Mr. Shawe: I am sorry. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Dirty political plot, I believe you 
expressed it? A. That is right, that is the way I ex¬ 
pressed it. 

Q. I am sorry, I didn’t mean to go that far. A. That is 
the phraseology I would like to stand on. 

87(14 Q. Just what did Mr. Campbell say to you on that 
occasion? A. Just what I said, “There is some¬ 
thing coming,” and he didn’t know what it was. 

Q. Where did this conversation take place? A. I think, 
in the Chamber of Commerce rooms, I don’t remember 
which day, I think it was on Thursday. 

Q. Are you a member of the Chamber of Commerce? A. 
Yes, I am a member of the Chamber of Commerce and the 
Kiwanis Club, and the American Legion, and the Citizens’ 
Council, which is not the Citizens’ Committee, and a devil 
of a lot of communitv activities. 

Q. Were you a member of the Citizens’ Committee? A. 
I considered myself such. We had no membership cards, 
sir. 

Q. Why did you consider yourself a member of the Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee? A. Because I took part in the work, sir. 

Q. Just who do you consider members of the Citizens’ 
Committee? A. Anybody that took part in the functions 
or supported the movement, sir, and there are a lot of them. 
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Q. Would you say that everybody that was present at 
the Elks Hall meeting on Monday night, June 14th, was a 
member of the Citizens’ Committee? A. That is for 

8765 them to say, to answer, sir. 1 would normally con- 
! sider them interested in it to a certain extent, with 

the Exception of Mr. Evans, who I understand was asked 
there to come and make a specific statement, if he pleased., 
sir. 

Q. Is that the only reason you except Mr. Evans/ A. 
Yes, and perhaps the Mayor, who was there in his official 
capacity, sir. 

Q. Well, weren't vou asked to that meeting also/ A. 
Yes. 

Q. Wasn’t Mr. Evans invited to the meeting also/ A. 
He probably was, I don’t know, sir. 

Q. Is Mr. Evans a member of the Chamber of Commerce/ 
A. I can’t tell you, sir. I don't know the membership roll. 

Q; Have you ever attended any meetings of the Chamber 
of Commerce/ A. Once in a while; I have attended all 
meetings of the Board of Merchants and the Citizens’ 
Council, which is a subsidiary. 

Q. Have you ever seen Mr. Evans at any Chamber of 
Commerce meeting/ A. He has probably been there, I 
don’t remember specifically. 

Q. Have you ever seen Mi*. Ellicott at a meeting 

8766 of the Chamber of Commerce? A. I don’t remem¬ 
ber, sir, there is a, lot of members, you know, hun¬ 
dreds of them, I don't know them all. 

Q. Hid you approve of the work of the Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee of Johnstown? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Can you tell us why you approved of the work that 
the Citizens' Committee of Johnstown was doing? A. T 
thank you for that question. I have a conception of the 
functions of this government, if you please, I have a belief 
that we can all get along with each other. I abhor violence, 
violence when it comes from company police, in the mining 
towns, or whether it comes from union members in Johns¬ 
town. I believe we can get on peaceably, and inasmuch as 
the Citizens’ Committee was created for one specific func¬ 
tion, to maintain law and order, I certainly approve of it. 
Yes, sir, thank you. 
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8767 Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Geis, may I inter¬ 
rupt you, I wonder if you would listen to the question 

again and then tell us whether you want to add anything 
to your answer. Will you read the question? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: Well, I think my answer is rather perti¬ 
nent. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I believe you have told us of the 
resolution that you presented at the Thursday night meet¬ 
ing? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What did you mean when you said “Resolved that 
the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee wants no compromise 
on the right to work”? 

Mr. Moore: Now, wait just a moment, please. Will you 
read the statement? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Moore: He didn’t say it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you— 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Moore, do you mind telling me what 
he did say? 

8768 Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Geis, what did you 
mean when you said, “Resolved that Johnstown citi¬ 
zens want no compromise on the right to work”? 

The Witness: I meant that in so far as—now, you will 
have to take the whole picture, in so far as violence was 
denying our citizens the right to work, which I feel is just 
and fundamental and part, if you please, of our constitu¬ 
tional provision for life, liberty and the pursuit of happi¬ 
ness, in so far as that was occurring, we wanted none of 
that, if you please, I think it is good English and I think 
it is to the point. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I also believe—I believe you also 
said, “That is fundamental, that is American,” is that 
correct? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What, to your mind, is American? A. Well, if we 
don’t have a constitutional government, and if we don't 
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have certain principles, then I don’t know what American 
is, sir, I studied constitutional law, I have a little idea, it 
was part of niv college course. Your interpretation might 
be different than mine. That is mine. There are different 
interpretations of the Bible, if you please. 

8769 Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) I believe you stated that you 
spoke to some 350 to 400 men, is that correct ? A. 

Probablv, ves, that was the statement, as 1 remember. 
Over a period of days I made it my business to talk to a 
Jot of them, that is about as close an approximation as I 
could give you, sir. 

Q. What was the general substance of your conversation 
with these men? A. “Do you want to strike? Do you 
want to work?” That is all, straightforward question. 

Q. Do you remember the names of any of these men ? 
A. Xo, sir, can you go back eight months, sir? 

Q. Can you give me the names of five? A. Xo, I can't 
give you the names of five, I was getting a general impres¬ 
sion, I can’t give you the name of one, sir. 

Q. You don’t remember the name of one? A. Xo, sir, 
and I probably did not know a lot of them by name, if you 
please. 

Q. How did you know they were out on strike? A. I 
didn’t, I simply asked them, I saw them on the street, they 
looked like workmen. 

(^. Why do you say that? A. What? 

Q. Why do you say that? A. Why do T say what, 

8770 sir? 


Q. That they looked like workmen? A. By their 
dress. If, in living my entire life in a steel community I 
can’t recognize a steel worker, well, there is something 
wrong with my judgment, that is all. 

Q. Do steel workers dress differently than people who 
work for other concerns in Johnstown? A. Perhaps. 

Q. Tell me the difference in the dress of a steel worker, 
for instance, as distinguished from a man who drives one 
of ybur trucks? A. A man who drives one of my trucks 
is in uniform, sir. 

Q. Well, let’s take a man who was working in some other 
mill in the vicinity of Johnstown. A. Well, let’s put the 
question another way, if you please. 
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Q. Now, answer my question. A. I will answer it, all 
right, sir. If a man wasn’t a steel worker and I asked him 
that question, what would his reply be? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You tell us. 

The Witness: What? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You tell us. 

The Witness: I am telling you. 

8771 Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

The Witness: His reply would be, “I don’t work in 

the steel mills.” 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you believe everything the men 
tell you when you speak to them on the street? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I believe you stated that at the 
Monday night meeting there was a Publicity Committee 
appointed, is that correct ? A. Yes, but they had one spe¬ 
cific function. 

Q. Well, tell me what does a Publicity Committee— 

strike that. A. What is that ? 

Q. What to your mind does the expression— 

Mr. Moore: I think— 

Mr. Shawe: May I finish my question? 

Mr. Moore: Well, I think that, if T may break in— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Finish the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What does the expression “Pub- 

licit v Committee” mean to vour mind? 

• • 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: Well, the statement which counsel for the 
Board made in asking the previous question was not the 
full statement. The witness said, as I remember, that it 
was called a Publicitv Committee but it was not 

8772 properly a Publicity Committee, so that he didn’t 
testify it was a Publicity Committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What he said was that they 
appointed a Publicity Committee but it wasn’t, that is the 
exact phraseology of it, am I correct, Mr. Geis ? 

The Witness: Yes, I think that is quite clear, too, they 
had one specific function. 

Mr. Shawe: May T have my question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In light of the exact words 
that the witness said reframe the question. 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know why it was called a 
Publicity Committee? A. Xo. 

Q. Was it called a Publicity Committee? A. I think it 
was, I have so testified. 

Q. Did Mr. Martin call it a Publicity Committee? A. I 
presume he did, I don’t remember, somebody did. 

Q. In answering one of Mr. Moore’s questions with ref¬ 
erence as to what went on at a Legion meeting, you made 
some statement that they were afraid of the potentialities 
of the thing, do you recall making that statement? A. Yes. 

Q. What did you refer to there? A. Well, specifically 
there were a lot of miner posts, of course in the Legion it 
is made up of coal miners and there were a lot of 

8773 posts made up of other people, and they did not 
want to get into a certain amount of discord in the 

organization, that is all, that is as I understand it, that 
would be my explanation. There were people with sym¬ 
pathies on both sides of the question, in other words. 

QJ I believe you also said that there was some statement 
read at one of these Legion meetings which was later pub¬ 
lished in the newspapers? A. Yes, that was a prepared 
statement, it is in the newspapers. 

8774 Q. Well, do you recall in substance what the state¬ 
ment was? A. I would rather that you get that 

exactly, it is kind of involved and you can get it from the 
newspaper, it is pretty difficult to remember a lengthy 
statement, it is a long one. 

Q. Well, tell us in substance what you do remember 
about the statement? A. I don’t remember so much about 
the substance of it, sir, the Board undoubtedly has it in 
their records. 

Ql How do you know that? A. If you have the news¬ 
paper files, you would have it. 

Q. Did you ever discuss the testimony that you gave here 
today with any of respondents’ counsel? A. These gen¬ 
tlemen? 

Q. Yes. A. Certainly, beforehand. 

Q. Do you remember the list of names that you had over 
the lunch hour? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you ever see that list of names before? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Mr. Moore: Before when? 
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Mr. Shawc: Before you appeared here today? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

8775 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did any one tell you who 
the people were who were listed on that? A. I don’t 

remember if they told me, they gave me the list and I 
read it. 

Q. Did they tell you anything else when they gave you 
the list? 

Mr. Moore: Well, now, Mr. Examiner, the witness hasn’t 
testified that anybody gave him a list. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (Bv Mr. Shawe) Did anv one give vou the list? 
A. I think they did. 

Q. Who did? A. Mr. Moore. 

Q. Did he tell you who the people were on that list? 
A. No. 

Q. Is your answer no? A. The answer is no, however, I 
recognized certain people by their names. You would have 
to be not of normal ability not to recognize them. 

Q. When did he give you that list of names? 

Mr. Moore: Now, Mr. Examiner, again he isn't sure, 
and then thev follow it up bv “when”. 

Mr. Shawe: The witness testified that Mr. Moore gave 
him the list of names. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

8776 The Witness: I believe I saw it on Wednesday 
evening, I am not sure, yes, Wednesday, that is 

what— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This is Monday. 

The Witness: Well, I think it was Wednesday, yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Wednesday of last week? A. Yes. 
Q. Where were you when he gave you the list of names? 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: With Mr. Moore. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) When? A. In the evening. 

Q. Where? A. At that house, at the house that the 
Bethlehem counsel is occupying. 

Q. Did Mr. Moore also show you these other long ques¬ 
tions that were read at the end of his examination? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you read them all over at that time? A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. Did you have any conversation with Mr. Moore with 
reference to those questions? A. He told me that he would 
ask these questions. 

Q. Did you tell him your answers to the questions? A. I 
don’t remember that I did, sir. 

Q. Who else was present when he showed you 

8777 those questions? A. I think Mr. Broun was there I 
think that that was all. 

Qi Was Mr. Evans there? A. No, no, I haven’t seen Mr. 
Evans for months, at least spoken to him. 

Q. I believe you said when you approached these 350 to 
400 men, that you were trying to find out the pulse of the 
community, do you remember using that expression? A. 
That is what the record shows, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is the question. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, I don’t— 

Mr. Moore: May we have that, Mr. Examiner, I am 
sony, I wasn’t following. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Moore: T don’t think he said that, he said, I think 
he did say as a reason for doing it— 

The Witness: That is it. 

Mr. Moore: —that he wanted to get the pulse of the 
community. 

The Witness: That was my purpose. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Bearing Mr. Moore’s explanation 
in mind— A. Yes. 

8778 Q. —what did you summarize was the pulse of 
the community after you talked to these 350 to 400 

men? A. That most of the men didn’t want to strike, sir. 

Q. Would you care to elaborate on that point ? A. No, I 
think it is very clear and very pertinent. 

Q. Do you know how many men are employed in the 
Cambria Plant of the Bethlehem Steel Company? A. T 
have— 

Mr. Moore: Present tense? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know how many men were 
employed in the Cambria Plant of the Bethlehem Steel 
Company during June, 1937? A. Shall I answer? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 
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The Witness: I have seen some statement or number of 
about fifteen thousand, I could not authenticate that. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, would you say that 350 or 400 
men constituted a majority of the men employed in the 
plant during the month of June? A. No, but when you get 
one fellow who says he wants to and the others don't, I 
think you have got a basis for drawing a conclusion, sir. 

Q. When did you reach that conclusion? A. Well, that 
is a rather difficult question to answer, sometimes during— 
a conclusion of that kind develops over a period of 

8779 a few davs. 

Q. Well, give us an idea, fix the date for us. A. 
You have some testimony, the record will show it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you mind answering 
the question? 

Mr. Moore: Well, don’t you think it might be a little 
clarified, Mr. Examiner. He has already answered the 
question, it seems to me, and he has indicated that it was 
some time during—he takes the question as being exactly at 
what time, he says four or five days, did it take place— 
The Witness: Well, 1 couldn't answer that, as T told you, 
it is a gradual evolution, it is a development, if you please. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, when did the idea become 
sufficiently definite in your mind so that you might speak 
of it as a fact rather than purely an idea, if that is not an 
unfair question. 

The Witness: You think that isn’t? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, do you think it is? 

The Witness: I don't know. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I think, Mr. Examiner, that there is a 
little confusion. Perhaps if the question could be asked in 
this way: At how early a date did you reach that conclu¬ 
sion? We are getting nowhere, not emphasizing to 

8780 the witness that the question means one one day or 
another; if anything it is rather months that mean 

something and T am afraid that he gets the idea as to 
whether it was this month or last month, instead of what 
point of time. 

8781 Trial Examiner Bloom: I think what Mr. Shawe 
is driving at is this, if I am wrong, Mr. Shawe, please 

correct me: this man was mulling over these responses of 
various people, the responses that various people had given 
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hiinJ And lie re on the witness stand he makes a certain re¬ 
sponse that this is what he had in mind, he was trying to 
ascertain the pulse of the community. Xow Mr. Shawe’s 
question is substantially, “When did you come to the con¬ 
clusion that you had found the pulse of the community, if 
vou can give us a definite time?*’ 

The Witness: Oh, let's say about probably by Tuesday. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean the Tuesday follow¬ 
ing the beginning of the strike? 

The Witness: Yes, I think that would be right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That would be Tuesday— 

Mr. Moore: The 15th. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The 15th, yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How many men do you think you 
talked to Fridav and Saturday the 13th and 14th? A. To 

• • 7 

divide as big a group as that into numbers, that is foolish, 
I certainly don’t think I could. 

Q. You talked to some men on Saturday, the 14th, didn’t 
you ! 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean Saturday, the 14th? 

The Witness: Do you want a mathematical divi- 
8782 sion of them? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Saturday, the 12th, I 

mean. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I am sorry, Saturday the 12th. A. 
Yes. I can't give you a mathematical division as to the 
numbers each day, sir. 

Q. Well, did you believe after speaking to these men on 
Saturday, the 12th, that the men didn’t want to strike? A. 
Xow you are getting down to a definite date and I have 
told you that it is a development over a period of time, I 
don’t think 1 had reached a definite conclusion at the end 
of that time, sir. I was mulling, as the Examiner has helped 
me out. 1 was mulling in my mind, it was mulling in my 
mind, sir. 

Q. Well, let’s take Monday, the 14th, before you attended 
the meeting at the Elks Hall, do you think that you had 
reached any definite conclusion as to whether the men 
wanted to strike or didn’t want to strike? 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me this is little 
short of trivial, the witness has answered the question, this 
one and the previous one, let’s let the other one go by. 
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Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, if Mr. Moore wants to strike 
all the testimony from the record as to the fact that this 
man talked to 350 or 400 men, I am perfectly willing. 

8783 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, he has told us of 
course that he has reached this conclusion on Tues¬ 
day. 

Mr. Moore: As nearly as he could remember. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I believe you testified that Mr. Law¬ 
rence Campbell called you on Monday, the 14th, is that cor¬ 
rect? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Just exactly what did he tell you when he called? A. 
There would be a meeting, as I remember it, that is all, 
there would be a meeting at the Elks Home tonight in ref¬ 
erence to the strike, that is all. 

Q. Did he say anything else? A. I don’t remember him 
saying another word. 

Q. I believe you said in response to one of Mr. Moore’s 
questions that Johnstown had just gotten through a flood, 
I believe. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you recall making that statement? A. I believe I 
made that statement, sir. 

Q. What connection did the flood have with the strike? 
A. Well, thank you. 

Q. If you know? A. The flood is a catastrophe and the 
strike is a catastrophe, too, because everybody loses, the 
community loses, if you please. 

8784 Q. How does the community lose? A. When peo¬ 
ple are out of work then people lose money and that 

is purchasing power. 

Q. Well, did it affect you directly? A. What doesn’t 
affect you directly? 

Q. Take your business. You are engaged in business; 

did the strike affect your business in any way? A. Why 

certainlv it did. 

* 

Q. Tell us how. A. There is less money comes in, sure, 
and you know it and I know it and everybody knows it. 

Q. I mean what I know and what you know doesn’t go 
down in the record. A. Everybody knows it then, put it 
that way, sir, it is horse sense, if you please. Just a mo¬ 
ment, if you want to prove, however, or you are trying to 
insinuate— 

Q. I am not trying to insinuate anything. A. O.K. 
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Mr. Moore: Mr. Geis, I think that you might fairly as¬ 
sume that lawyers don't know anything about business so 
that you could explain to counsel for the Board and to the 
rest of us, if you are willing to do so, there is nothing per¬ 
sonal, how the strike does affect business, I personally 
should be glad to have you do it. 

Mr. Shawe: I will be glad to have you do it too, 
8785 Mr. Geis, it helps. 

The Witness: All right, people don't buy and 
people don't make payments, that is very simple. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Let's take your business, did it af¬ 
fect your business? A. For a period. 

Q. Sales fall off? A. Certainly they did, people are in a 
hectic condition, if you want to phrase it that way. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What about the second half of 
the answer, you said in collections, did you? 

The Witness: Yes, collections fall off. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you do an installment busi¬ 
ness ? 

The Witness: Everybody does in the furniture business, 
sir, yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I didn't know that either. 

Th,e Witness: I don’t think there are two outstanding 
cash businesses in the United States in the furniture line, 
yes. sir, that is a fair answer to your question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What does a strike mean to your 
mind? A. People staying away from their work because of 
some disagreement with their employers, I think that is 
about as plainly as I can put it. 

8780 Q. Did you think the strike called here last June 
was a fair or a just strike? A. You are asking me 
to draw conclusions. 

Mr. Moore: I object to that unless you could show that 
what you mean by “just and fair” and that this witness is 
qualified to answer from the knowledge that he has given; 
what do we mean by “just and fair and strike”? It seems 
to me that that goes into the whole issue in a strike, it in¬ 
volves a knowledge on the part of this witness of all the 
claims on both sides, and the merits of those claims and 
then calls upon him to pass judgment as to the merits, 
reach a conclusion as to whether it was just. I doubt very 
much whether that is a proper question. 
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Mr. Shawe: Well, Mr. Examiner, I do think it is im¬ 
portant in this respect that it would tend to shed some light 
on the mental attitude of this witness during the time of the 
strike. 

Mr. Moore: 1 don't see that his statement of his atti¬ 
tude can be of any help to us unless he can show that he 
knows all the issues, knows the facts, knows what the men 
were striking for. 

Mr. Shawe: I am not eliciting the information, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, to prove a fact or to disprove a fact. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 

(Thereupon the reporter read the pending ques- 

8787 tion as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I have no conclusion as far as whether it 
was a fair or a just strike, I frankly don't know, I think I 
explained previously, and let's understand each other, that 
I am not concerned about the issues in the strike. 

My reason for going in to the ( itizens’ Committee was to 
maintain law and order and nothing else. T told you pre¬ 
viously I had no objections to unions and I think my phase- 
ologv before, let's get it, before lunch, was that I think 
Bethlehem have been dumb, and the union infinitely dumber, 
that is my conclusion. 

8788 Q. Why do you think the union was infinitely 
dumber? 

Mr. Moore: Well, I object to that, unless he shows the 
degree of dumbness— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let’s start with the first 
part, that Bethlehem was dumb and the union was infi¬ 
ll itelv dumber. 

The Witness: Well, I would say perhaps Bethlehem 
hadn’t always been wisest in some of their moves and, if I 
were running a strike, I think I would wait until I had ap¬ 
parently more members signed. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know how many members 
the union had? A. 1 don't, no, I don't. I don't believe,— 
is there anv testimonv in the evidence as to how manv they 
had? 
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Q. Well, I really don’t know. A. Am I right that in 
Franklin some of it was barred, or not? I don’t know, I 
have only read the newspaper accounts, of course. 

Q. Is that why you say that the union was infinitely 
dumber ? 

Mr. Moore: Oh, I don’t know just what the question 
means, Mr. Examiner. I object to it on the ground it is 
almost meaningless. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Of course, it repeats the lan¬ 
guage of the answer. 

8789 The 'Witness: I previously stated that if I were 
running a strike I think I would do it when I had a 

little better chance, that is all. It is a question of tactics. 
My opinion and yours are different. 

Q. '(Bv Mr. Shawe) Better chance for what ? A. Success 
of the strike, if you please. 

Q. Why did you think that the union had a chance to 
make a success of the strike here last June? 

Mr. Moore: He didn't say that it had, Mr. Examiner. 

The Witness: I didn't say that it had. 

Qj(By Mr. Shawe) Did you think the union had a chance 
to make a success of the strike here last June? 

Mr. Moore: I don't— 

The Witness: Well, the evidence shows that they didn't 
succeed, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What evidence shows they didn’t 
succeed ? A. The fact that the strike apparently collapsed. 

Q. Why didn't they succeed? A. I don't know. 

Mr. Moore: Oh, now, Mr. Examiner, how far are we 
going to carry this? It seems all of this— I don’t want to 
break in, I don't know what bearing it has on the case. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He has already an- 

8790 swered it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I believe you also testified 
that some one told you that the violence had died down at 
some time or other during the strike. Do you recall making 
that statement? A. I probably did, I don’t remember just 
at what point in my testimony that came in. 

Q. Do you remember who told you that the violence had 
died down ? A. Offhand, I wouldn’t remember. Just, it is 
pretty difficult to remember over a long period of time when 
there were so many things said and so many things done, 
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eight months afterwards, the newspapers, the impression 
I may have gotten from the newspaper, I don’t know. 

Q. Don't you remember saying on your direct examina¬ 
tion that Lawrence Campbell told you that? A. Did T so 
say ? 

Q. Don't you remember that? A. What does the record 
show ? 

Q. I am asking you, don’t you remember that? A. Per¬ 
il aps I did. 

Q. Well, aren't you. don't you know for sure? A. I am 
not positive at this moment. 

Q. Do you remember saying Frank Jordan told you that ? 
A. I believe I did say something about that in reference to 
the—but I am not certain, sir. You know, you get 

8791 a lot of impressions over a long period of time like 
that. 

Q. I believe that you testified that at the Thursday night 
meeting you were sitting up on the platform? A. Yes, sir. 
0. Is that correct? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who suggested that you sit on a platform? 

Mr. Moore: Well, now, I object to that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did any one suggest that you sit on 
■i platform ? A. Shall T answer it, sir? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, sir. 

The Witness: I don’t remember that anybody did. I 
took it as a matter of course and went up, that is all. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you think that any one could 
have gone up there and sat on the platform that night? A. 
No, T told you T went up there with resolutions. 

Q. Did any one tell you to draw up any resolutions? A. 
I think I volunteered and I think I so testified. 

Q. Volunteered to who? A. To Lawrence Campbell in the 
morning in his office, I said, “I will write the resolutions.” 
He said, “Go to it.” 

8792 Q. What was said that morning in Lawrence 
Campbell’s office about the resolutions? A. Noth¬ 
ing any more than that, sir. 

Q. Well, how long were you in his office? A. I don't re¬ 
member just how long a time. 
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Q. Is Lawrence Campbell a full-time secretary of the 
Chamber of Commerce! A. Yes, sir, he is, he is a paid sec¬ 
retary. 

Q. Do you know how many officials of the Bethlehem 
Steel Company belong to the Johnstown Chamber of Com¬ 
merce? A. I have no means of knowing, I have never seen 
the membership rolls. 

Q. Did you know that forty per cent of the membership of 
the Chamber of Commerce is composed of officials, of men 
who 1 work for the Bethlehem Steel Company? 

Mir. Moore: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, there is noth¬ 
ing in the record to warrant such a question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever hear that? A. I did 
not. 

Mr. Moore: I say— 

The Witness: If it is a fact, it is news. 

Q. (By Mr. Slmwe) You spoke about some tickets to the 
Thursday night meeting. Did you see any of these 
8793 tickets? A. Yes, I had some of them. 

Q. Do you have one with you now? A. No, sir, I 
passed them all out there. 

Ql What did it say on the tickets, do you remember? A. 
I remember that it said, “Law and Order Meeting,” and I 
think it said, gave the Central High School, and the date, 
but I can't, I don't remember anything further than that. 

Q. Did it mention who the speaker would be? A. T don’t 
remember that, sir. 

Q. Do you remember the name of George Sokolskv— A. 
I do not. 

Q. —appearing on the ticket? A. No, I do not remem¬ 
ber. 

Q. Why was it called “The Law and Order Meeting”? 
A. Well, I don’t know. 

Q. Do you recall when Mr. Shields made the statement, 
“The strike is over" at that meeting? A. Yes, I so testi¬ 
fied. 

Q. What did that mean to you when he made that state¬ 
ment? A. What do you think it meant? 

Q. I am asking you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You tell us. 
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The Witness: Well, it apparently, it apparently meant 
the majority of the men were going back to work. 

8794 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did it mean anything else to 
you? A. It probably had some idea mixed in with it 

that the violence was dying down. 

Q. I believe after, that you stated that the thing was too 
vital, it wasn't ended yet, it wasn't ended yet, is that cor¬ 
rect? A. Yes. 

Q. What did you mean by “the thing was too vital”? 
What did you refer to? 

Mr. Moore: What was the word, too what? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Vital. 

Mr. Moore: Well, wait a moment, let’s see whether he 
said it. 

The Witness: I believe I so testified. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He mav answer. 

The Witness: Well, I think the idea I had in mind was 
that if the strike didn’t succeed here, similar strikes in 
other places might also not succeed. I would—all right. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Now, I believe that you testified 
that you and Lawrence Campbell suggested some sort of 
petition for the women of Johnstown. A. I suggested it to 
Lawrence Campbell, he didn’t suggest it, I am the party. 

Q. Did you discuss the matter with any women be- 

8795 fore you took it up with Mr. Campbell? A. No. I 
volunteered and I sat right down and wrote it while 

he got them on the telephone, I so testified, while he was 
getting the women on the telephone. 

Q. Did you know at that time whether the women of Johns¬ 
town were in favor of such resolution or petition? A. I 
didn’t know for a certainty, but I certainly presumed so, 
because, as T understand it, pretty near everybody was in 
favor of what we were doing. I don’t see that anybody 
can object to maintaining law and order and that is all that 
we were asking for. 

Q. Did you send any telegrams to the Governor of Penn- 
svlvania during the strike? A. I don’t remember that I did. 

Mr. Moore: You mean by that, Mr. Shawe, did he send 
any personal, that is, personal telegrams? 

The Witness: Yes, that is my understanding of what 
you meant, sir. 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Yes; well, did you send any tele¬ 
grams to any one else? A. Xot to my recollection. 

Mr. Moore: What does that mean? Are you going to 
limit this man to sending telegrams over a month or 

8796 more? 

The Witness: Over a period of time, in a business 
way, certainly. 

Q. (Bv Mr. Shawe) I mean, during the month of June, 
with reference to the strike situation, of course. A. I don’t 
remember sending any. In business we send lots of tele¬ 
grams, certainly. 

Q. Were you familiar with the circumstances surround¬ 
ing the declaration of martial law by the Governor of Penn¬ 
sylvania ? 

Mr. Moore: Oh, I object to that unless we can show what 
counsel means. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let's assume that counsel 
is using it in the same sense that the witness used it. Go 
ahead. 

The Witness: I think my testimony has been pretty 
clear as to what I know or don't know. I will let it stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you approve of that action by 
the Governor of Pennsylvania? A. What, martial law? 

Q. Yes. A. Hell, no. 

Q. Why? A. I thought it was unnecessary. 

Q. Why did you think it was unnecessary? A. 

8797 Please refer to the Legion meeting. 

Q. Now, you please tell us, Mr. Geis? A. Will 
you refer to my testimony in the meeting with Major 
Adams, the speech with Major Adams? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question, please, 
Mr. Reporter. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the pending question 
as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The question is why did you 
think it was unnecessary? 

The Witness: I thought by that time we had a rather 
peaceful community and we could continue to have it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you hear the report about the 
march of 40,000 miners into Johnstown? A. I read it, sir. 
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Q. Did you believe the report? A. Xot to the extent of 
40,000. There might have been some, but the miners aren’t 
so bad, they are nice fellows. 

Q. Then you weren’t worried about 40,000 miners march¬ 
ing into Johnstown? A. Xot particularly, sir no. 40,000 
is a lot of people. 

Q. Well, let’s assume that these 40,000 miners weren’t 
such nice fellows, they were a rather unwieldy group, do 
you think it would have caused considerable disturb- 

8798 ance in Johnstown ? 

Mr. Moore: Oh, I object to that, it is purely spec¬ 
ulative. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What did you mean by the state¬ 
ment that the people of the United States are basically 

sound? What did vou mean bv basically sound? 

♦ * 

Mr. Moore: Well, let's wait just a moment, let's see if 
he said it. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, if he didn’t say it, Mr. Moore, 1 didn’t 
hear it, I can’t hear very well. 

Mr. Moore: Have you got the page right there? 

Mr. Shawe: Xo, I don’t have the testimony. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Bead the question. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the pending question 
as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is one word to change, 
“people of the country are basically sound.” That was at 
the— 

The Witness: Sunday meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: At the Sunday meeting at the 
Sunnehanna Country Club ? 

The Witness: I felt that if we get our case to the coun¬ 
try, that is all we needed. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you suggest that you put your 
case over to the citizens of the country? A. The Cit- 

8799 izens’ Committee made that suggestion, I don't know 
how else you could phrase it, and not make the sug¬ 
gestion, sir. 

Q. Did you suggest it before anyone else? A. That I 
don’t remember. 
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Q. You also stated that the Governor of Pennsylvania is 
the Governor of all the people? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. He intervened for a violent few, do you remember 
using: that expression, “violent tew"? A. Very clearly. 

Q. What did you mean by a violent few? To whom were 
you referring? A. The people that were doing ih<» beating- 
up, that is clear, isn't it? 

Q. That is all you meant by that ? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you ever hear fo the “Plan of Employee Repre¬ 
sentation”! 

Mr. Moore: I object to it, Mr. Examiner, it is entirely 
beyond the scope of the direct examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He mav answer. 

The Witness: I have heard some reference to it, but 
what it is, how it works, I don't know. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know what it is? 
8800 Mr. .Moore: He just said he didn’t, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. How many times— 

The Witness: I just told you. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You don't know what it is? A. I 
kno\V in a general way it is some plan over at the mill, but 
what it is 1 don't know. 

Q. Well, w hat do you know about it ? A. I just told you. 

Q. You said you knew in a general way. What do you 
mean by that ? 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, he said that he knew in a 
general way it was over at the mill, but he didn't know what 
it is,— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Head the answer back. 

Mr. Moore: —as i understood it. 

(Thereupon the reporter repealed the last answer as 
above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is pending? 

Mr. Shawe: I asked him what he knew about it in a gen¬ 
eral way. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you tell us. 

The Witness: I know very little, then, I will put it that 
way. I would rather not answer, I don't know. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, may we have the question and an¬ 
swer, Mr. Examiner? 
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8801 Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what von know 
about it, if* you know something about it, if you don't 

know anything, say so. 

The Witness: I said 1 don’t know aiiv thing about it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You don't know anything about it? 
A. No. 

Q. Did you ever make the statement that the men in the 
mills had always gotten a square deal, from the Bethlehem 
Steel Company? 

Mr. Moore: I don’t know anything in the record that 
would warrant that question, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Shawe: I asked him if he ever made that statement, 
Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He mav answer. 

The Witness: I don't remember making it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, do you think that the men in 
the mills had always gotten a square deal from the Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company? 

Mr. Moore: I object to that, the witness has no way of 
knowing— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You used the expression, ‘‘catas¬ 
trophe'’. What do you mean by “catastrophe”? 

Mr. Moore: Will you tell the witness in what connection, 
Mr. Examiner, he used the word “catastrophe”, so 

8802 we can see what the connection would be. I don’t 
know what it is. 

Thial Examiner Bloom : Head that question. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the pending question 
as above set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: I submit— 

The Witness: I have— 

Mr. Moore: —if you are going to ask a man what he 
means by a “catastrophe” in the statement he used, you 
should give him the connection to see in what connection he 
used it so he will then be able to explain its meaning. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you do that, Mr. 
Shawe, to clear it up. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I think you referred to the depres¬ 
sion as a catastrophe, you referred to the flood as a catas¬ 
trophe, and the strike as a catstrophe. A. Yes. 
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Mr. Moore: I don’t remember any such statement. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you recall making such a 
statement, Mr. Geis? 

The Witness: I think I did, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Ali right, tell us what you 
meant bv it. 

The Witness: Well, T, we certainly all of us lost through 
the depression, we lost when there was a flood, and 

8803 we lost when there was a strike, that is very simple. 

Q. Does it mean anything else to you ? A. I think 
that is clear enough, sir. 

Q. Well, I mean, does it mean anything else to you, not 
whether it is clear, but does the word “catastrophe”, when 
used in that connection, did you mean anything else other 
than the fact that you lost during the depression, you lost 
during the flood, and you lost during the strike? 

Mr. Moore: Now, Mr. Examiner, he did not say that he 
alone lost, he used the word “we”, sir, as I remember it. 
The Witness: Uh, huh. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I dare say what is “we” 
to the witness, is “you” to Mr. Sliawe, unless you want to 
add— 

Mr. Moore: You would hardlv use it unless vou were 
using the editorial “We”. If you had more than one per¬ 
son assembled and were talking to more than one, your 
“you” would be plural, but when you are talking to one, 
it must be singular. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the witness said “We”. 
Whom did you mean ? 

Mr. Moore: I know he did. 

The Witness: I meant the community when I 

8804 said “we”. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, did you mean anything 
else other than those things that I have just mentioned? A. 
Perhaps not. 

Q. What do you mean by “perhaps not”? A. Well, let 

it stand that way. That is what I meant to say. If I am 

going to give any English dictionary definition, why I would 

rather refer to the dictionary. 

* 

Mr. Shawe: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore? 

8805 Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore? 
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Mr. Moore: Have you any questions you want to ask? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo—I haven’t—T have one, oh, 
yes, I do, I made a note of one. 

Examination by the Chair 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Mr. Geis? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I think you told us that a Mr. Boyle was called in on 
the Saturday—A. That would be the day— 

Q. The Saturday meeting? A. Yes. 

Q. When you were having this meeting? A. Yes. 

Q. On the Executive Committee? A. And I was in with 
him and some others. 

Q. You were in, that is right. I think you stated that 
Sheriff Boyle was asked why, if he had enough influence to 
get the Governor to declare martial law, why he didn’t pre¬ 
vail upon the Governor to call off the march of the miners. 
That may not have been your exact language. 

The Witness: That is wrong, I think Mr. Heckman 
asked him that, I did not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank vou. 

* 

8806 The Witness: As 1 remember it, that is my recol¬ 
lection, anyway. 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) In answer to a question, the exact 
phraseology of which 1 don’t have, Mr. Geis, but it was 
something as to whether you approved the acts or purpose 
of the Citizens’ Committee, and in answer to that you said 
that in so far as the Citizens’ Committee was formed, for 
one function, namely, the maintenance of law and order, I 
think you said you approved it. 

Now, there is a connotation there to my mind, that it was 
formed for some other purpose, and that you were saying 
that in so far as it was formed for this one purpose, you 
approved of it, but as to the other purposes, you didn’t ap¬ 
prove of it. A. Xo, I didn’t mean that, sir. I meant that 
that was the main purpose, as I understood it, sir and— 

Q. And that— A. And that 1 approved of that, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: So that we will have your ideas 
on it perfectly clear— 

The Witness: Yes. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Were there any purposes for 
which it was formed, to your mind 1 ? 

The Witness: Yes, the maintenance of law and 

8807 order. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is the purpose? 

The Witness: That is the purpose, yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, now, you also spoke on your 
cross-examination,— A. Yes, sir. 

Q. —about your talking with a number of men, I have 
forgotten the number? A. Yes. 

Q. Three or four hundred? A. Yes. 

Q. And I think, I fear the record stands that you simply 
assumed that they were workmen and that you never asked 
any of them whether or not they were workmen? A. Well, 
I probably asked most of them if they were workmen 
and if— 

Q. So that, when you got your answer, then,— A. Yes. 

Q. —you knew? A. I knew they were, certainly. 

Q. You stated correctly that you had had conferences 
with me, and that Mr. Broun, you thought, at least, was also 
present? A. Yes. 

Q. Was any representative of Mr. Ellicott or Mr. Evans, 
or any other representative, or any other person that you 
knew to be a representative of the Bethlehem Steel 

8808 Company, present at any of those conferences? A. 
No, sir. 

Q.'That is, I mean, of course, you assume we represent 
Bethlehem Steel Company as counsel, but any other repre¬ 
sentative? A. Yes, I understand that. 

Q. In response to a question by counsel for the Board as 
to what you understood Mayor Shields to mean when he 
said, “The strike was over,” you said something to the ef¬ 
fect—I have forgotten what your answer was—that, or, in 
making an answer to that question, that explanation of it, 
that the majority of the men had gone back to work. That 
implies, at least, that a majority had quit work or had not 
been at work. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the form of that question. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) What did you mean by your state¬ 
ment? ; 

Mr. Shawe: —to the form of the question, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(Thereupon, the reporter repeated the last question as 
above set forth.) 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I submit that the question, 
the answer is already in the question. Respondents’ coun¬ 
sel has told the witness the answer that they desire, and I 
submit that the— 

8809 Mr. Moore: No. 

Mr. Shawe: —that the witness should not be al¬ 
lowed to answer that question. 

Mr. Moore: No, I am only saying this, Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Why couldn’t you have stopped, 
Mr. Moore, when you just asked him what he meant by it ? 
As it is— 

8810 Mr. Moore: Well, if I say— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer, but 
whether the answer will mean anything or not, I don't 
know. Go ahead. 

The Witness: Well, I will add the word, “overwhelm¬ 
ing”. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, that doesn’t quite clear it up 
in my mind. Won’t you explain fully, just what you 
meant? A. And, my understanding is that at no time—I 
may have hearsay for it—but at no time were there any less 
than a majority at work. 

Q. Now, in stating your conversation with the three or 
four hundred men with whom you had talked, my note 
shows that you simply stated that you asked them whether 
they wished to have a strike or didn’t wish to have a strike, 
but I didn’t get any answer, any statement of what answer 
you got from them. A. I told you, and I think the record 
shows, that T found one man who said he wanted to strike. 

Q. Yes, that is right, on the direct examination. A. Yes. 

Q. But, 1 was referring to the cross examination. You 
will have that answer then stand? A. Yes. 

Q. You stated that you did not remember of send- 
8S11 ing any telegrams to the Governor. 1 assume of 
course you meant with reference to the strike? A. 

Yes. 

Q. Or anything relating to the strike? A. I at least do 
not remember, sir. 
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Q. Mr. Shawc asked you a question which I think was 
substantially this, “What do you mean by your statement 
that the country is basically sound?” And I didn’t get 
your full answer, if you made a complete answer. You said 
something, “If we get our case to the country”, that is all 
I got of your answer. Will you tell me what— A. Could I 
refer to what—would there be any way of referring to what 
I said ? 

Q. Xo, I am afraid not. Just explain to me what your 
answer is, as you remember it, or give me an answer. A. 
Well, I testified, you say— 

Q. The question— A. Yes. 

Q. The question was, T think,—Mr. Shawe, correct me, 
please, if I am not correct—what do you mean by your 
statement that the country was basically sound, and it was 
in connection with a statement that you had made and you 
had started to say—all I got was—“If we get our ease to 
the country”. What is the conclusion of that state- 

8812 ment? A. I don’t remember just how it was used, 
sir if I can refer back, I would understand it a little 

bit better. 

Mr. Shawe: I think, Mr. Moore, if you want me, I have 
in my notes here that he testified on direct examination, 
“The people of the United States are basically sound,” and 
I asked you what you meant by that, if you recall. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I think the Examiner corrected that 
and said the country; what his statement was, was that the 
country was basically sound. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) The statement was made on Monday 
night, wasn’t it, or Sunday, at the Country Club? A. Sun¬ 
day. 

•» 

Q. What did you mean by the statement ? A. Well, there 
would be a number of meanings one that the country abhors 
violence; another that the country would abhor injustice. 

Q. Well, is that what you meant at the time? What did 
you mean by making the statement? A. I think that is, 
that is pretty nearly as well as I can define it. 

Q. Well, what were you urging—A. Publicity. 

Q. —if anything, be done? A. Publicity, sir. 

Q. And why were you urging publicity ? 

8813 Mr. Moore: If I may ask the question, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. 
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Q. (Bv Mr. Moore) What was your purpose of urging 
publicity? A. This was Sunday, wasn’t it? 

Q. Yes. A. Uh, huh. I believe I had read an editorial, I 
am not certain whether it was in the Pittsburgh papers, one 
of the papers, commending the Governor for closing the 
mills, and I felt that if that was the situation, them we had 
better present our side of it. 

8814 Q. I follow you there. A yes. 

Q. That is, getting your case to the country? A. 
That’s right. 

Q. Now, what is the conclusion of the “if”, what would 
follow if you got your case to the country, what did you 
have in mind ? A. The mills would be open. 

Mr. Moore: That is all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Shawe? 

Mr. Shawe: Xo further questions. 

The Witness: Thank you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just one question, Mr. Geis. 
Examination by the Chair 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) I think you have told 
us in general the conditions after that Saturday when the 
mills were closed. Were you reasonably familiar with the 
general conditions the following week, say, beginning with 
that Saturday and going until the following week? A. Per¬ 
haps fairly so. 

Q. When were the mills reopened? A. That I don’t re¬ 
member, now, wait a minute, 1 can place it approximately, 
but I can’t place it exactly. 

Q. If you— A. The newspaper ad. appeared Thurs¬ 
day. 

8815 Q. You mean the Thursday— A. The “We pro¬ 
test” ad. 

Q. You mean the Thursday following the closing of the 
mills? A. I think that is it, I would have to refer— 

Q. I am assuming that it was Thursday. A. Yes. 

Q. I mean, assuming that was Thursday; with that in 
mind, when did the mills reopen? A. Perhaps it was late 
Thursday, perhaps it was Friday, I would not, I can't, 
maybe it was Saturday, I can’t just tell. 

Q. How were things in Johnstown during that period, 
from the time of the closing of the mills to the time of the 
reopening of the mills ? A. All right. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all. thank you. Any¬ 
thing further? 

Mr. Shave: Nothing further. 

Mr. Moore: No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, thank you very much. 
You are excused. 

(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let us take a brief recess. Do 
you have another witness available, Mr. Moore? 

8816 Mr. Moore: Yes. We will have to call him, it 
may take ten or lifteen minutes to get him here. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think he is sitting here, I am 
assuming he is the same man that came Saturday. 

Mr. Moore: All right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We will take about ten minutes' 
recess. 

(Whereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, will you call your 
next witness? 

Mr. Broun : Mr. George II. Fiig, will you take the stand? 

George H. Fiig, Jr. a witness called by and on behalf of 
the Respondents, and having been duly sworn, was exam¬ 
ined and testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Fiig, will you please state your 
full name for the record, and spell it? A. George Fiig, Jr., 
the last name is spelled F-i-i-g. 

Q. What is your residence? A. 522 Pine St. 

Q. In the City of Johnstown? A. City of Johns- 

8817 town. 

Q. What is your business, Mr. Fiig? A. Retail 
clothing business. 

Q. Is that business in Johnstown? A. Yes, sir, located 
526 Main St. 

Q. Do you know when the strike among the employees at 
the Cambria Plant of the Bethlehem Steel Company began? 
A. To the best of my knowledge, it began on Friday, June 
11th. 
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Q. That is 1937? A. 1937. 

Q. Did you do anything in connection with the strike or 
receive any reports with respect to it immediately after 
June 11th for a period of two or three days? A. Xo, only 
what 1 saw in the newspapers, not in reports, only what I 
heard in the street and saw in the newspapers. 

Q. What was the first contact you had with any activity 
in connection with the strike, if you did have any contact ? 
A. 1 didn’t have anv contact with the strike in anv wav, the 
first— 

Q. Well, Mr. Reporter, will you read the question back? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: Well, Mr. Lawrence Campbell called me 
on Monday, I think that was June 14th, and he asked 
881S me whether I would attend a meeting of the citizens 
and tell, or a meeting of the citizens at the Elks Hall, 
and I asked him what the object of the meeting was and he 
told me that there was a good deal of strife and violence 
on the picket lines and things were pretty tense and there 
was a committee of citizens going to meet at the Elks. 

Q. Did you attend that meeting? A. I did. 

8819 Q. Did Mr. Campbell in his telephone conversation 
with you state at what hour the meeting would be 
held? A. I didn’t get that. 

Q. Did he state at what hour the meeting would be held? 
A. I think he said either 7:30 or 8 o’clock, 1 am not quite 
clear on that. 

Q. On what day? A. I think it was Monday, the 14th, 
June 14th. 

Q. That is, the meeting was to be held on that day? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Well now, will you tell me what you saw take place at 
that meeting, what you heard said at the meeting, and what, 
if anything, you did or said at it? A. Well, when I entered 
the Elks Building, or the room in which the meeting 
was taking place, there were about 60 or 65 men present. 
Mr. Stanton was there and quite a lot of citizens composed 
of professional men, ministers, business men, I think there 
was a boss painter there. Mr. Stanton said that the meet¬ 
ing had been called, as I recollect, to discuss law and order. 
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He suggested that a chairman be selected, because he would 
not be able to remain very long. 

Q. That is he, Mr. Stanton, wouldn't be able to? A. Mr. 
Stanton. Mr. Martin, Francis Martin, was selected as 
chairman. Mr. Martin then called on various people 
S820 for expressions with regard to the local situation. 

Q. Do you remember some of those who may have 
had something to say, or who did say something? A. Yes, 
I think Mr. Heckman was one of the first men that he asked 
for some remarks, Mr. S. H. Heckman. Mr. Heckman 
stated, I think he opened his remarks with the fact that on 
a previous afternoon or evening he, with a small group of 
other men, had a conference with Mr. Watkins. 

Q. Is that Mr. David Watkins, or do you know? A. Mr. 
David Watkins, I think his title was the Regional Director 
of the (TO, or SWOC, with regards to controlling violence 
on the picket lines. Mr. Heckman said that Mr. Watkins 
said he would try. 

Q. I think you said Mr. Stanton said, you mean Mr. Heck¬ 
man, do you not? A. Sir? 

Q. I believe you used Mr. Stanton's name. A. I meant 
Mr. Heckman, pardon me. Mr. Heckman stated that Mr. 
Watkins said he would try, but lie would accept no respon¬ 
sibility. Mr. Heckman then said that he admonished the 
men not to pay attention to a lot of idle gossip, that he 
might hear, extravagant statements, irresponsible state¬ 
ments during this crisis. He further said that we should 
be tolerant and patient, and that it was necessary to be cool 
under these circumstances. I think that is about all 
8S21 that I can remember Mr. Heckman saying. 

Q. Do you remember anyone else having anything 
to say? A. Yes, Mayor Shields was there for a few mo¬ 
ments, as I recall. The Mayor stated that he was doing his 
utmost to uphold or to maintain law and order, he was 
doing it impartially and in fairness to all concerned. He 
said it was a rather difficult task but he was doing his best. 

Q. Now, were there any other speakers that you recall ? 
A. Mr. Hiram Andrews who was called upon. 

Q. Do you remember anything that he had to say, or the 
subjects of his remarks? A. Yes, sir, Mr. Andrews stated 
that in his opinion the strike was a very sad mistake, that 
the strike should be called at that time. He stated that he 
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did not think the CIO was sufficiently organized, had enough 
members registered, to prosecute or conduct a successful 
strike. He further stated, as I recall, that in his opinion the 
strike was not warranted in Johnstown because it affected 
only one unit of the Bethlehem Steel Corporation, and even 
though it was successful here it would not affect the balance 
of the units in that concern. Johnstown was at a disad¬ 
vantage on account of that and it would be taking blows 
rather than the Steel Company. 

Q. You referred to Mr. Heckman and the Mayor 

8822 and Mr. Andrews and the Reverened Mr. Stanton; 
do you recall anyone else that said anything? A. 

Yes, sir, Mr. David P. Weimer. former District Attorney, 
was called on for a few remarks. 

Q. Do you remember the substance of what he said ? A. 
Mr. Weimer opened his remarks by stating that the men 
had a perfect right to strike under the law, and by the same 
token men who desired work and earned their livelihood had, 
under the Constitution of the United States, that same iden¬ 
tical right. Mr.— 

Q. You mean by that the right to work? A. The right to 
work and to earn their livelihood. I don’t have any recol¬ 
lection as to what Mr. Weimer further said. He wasn’t on 
the floor very long, but I do remember that very distinctly. 

Q. Do you recall anyone else that said anything? A. I 
think Mr. Sidney Evans was called on, if he had anything 
to offer or to say. Mr. Evans was only on the floor a min¬ 
ute, and he stated that the mills were operating for the men 
who wanted to work and as long as the men were willing 
to work and would work. That is all. 

Q. Was any action taken at the meeting that you recall? 
A. Yes, sir, it was suggested by someone, I don’t recall 
who, that a Publicity Committee be appointed. I 

8823 did not just quite get that as to why a Publicity Com¬ 
mittee. Mr. Martin appointed Mr. Weimer as chair¬ 
man, Mr. D. P. Weimer, Air. A. M. Custer, Air. Edward AIc- 
Ginley, Dr. Nicely, Rabbi Granowitz. 

Q. Do you remember anything that was said at the meet¬ 
ing? A. I think it was suggested that this committee, I am 
quite sure, that they again try, or contact, Air. David Wat¬ 
kins to see if they could not get Air. Watkins’ promise to 
eliminate the violence in the picket lines. 
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Q. Do you recall whether or not action was taken at the 
meeting with respect to anything else? A. Yes, sir, it was 
then decided to hold, call another meeting, on Friday eve¬ 
ning of that week. 

S824 Q. That would have been June 18th, would it ? A. 

June 18th, and to get a large auditorium and through 
publicity and announcements, to get a large turnout of citi¬ 
zens. 

Q. Now, do you recall anything else that was said or done 
at that meeting? A. Xo, there is nothing else I recall. I 
think the meeting adjourned after that, as I recall. 

Q. Well, now, what next, if anything, was done or said 
that you had connection with with respect to the strike or 
activities in connection with it ? A. Well, the next day, that 
would be Tuesday, some time after lunch Mr. Francis Mar¬ 
tin called me. He told me that lie thought it would be well 
to select or appoint a small committee of men who could be 
easily reached, who could meet frequently, subject to call, 
and whether I would consent to be a member of that com¬ 
mittee. 

He suggested a term for it, a sort of executive commit¬ 
tee. 

I asked Mr. Martin who he had in mind as the other mem¬ 
bers' of this committee? lie mentioned Mr. Heckman, Mr. 
Carl Geis, Mr. Campbell and myself and himself, that is 
live. 

Q. Did you consent to be a member of the committee or 
not? A. I did. 

8825 Q. Have you given us, then, the substance of your 
conversation with Mr. Martin on that dav? A. As I 
recall it, yes, sir. 

Q. What next happened, if anything? A. Well, I got a 
call on Wednesday morning, the following day, to be at Mr. 
Campbell's office in the Swank Building with the members 
of the committee. 

Q. Did you attend the meeting? A. I attended the meet¬ 
ing, and at that meeting, as I recall the program for the 
meeting on Friday night was being discussed, and it was 
the opinion of the committee that it might be very well to 
procure a speaker from the outside, a prominent man, an 
outstanding man, for this occasion. 
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It was also suggested at that meeting that Mr. Andrews 
be invited to speak, Mr. Hiram Andrews. Various other 
matters were discussed with regards to the procuring of an 
auditorium and sort of a tentative program was set up. 
That is all I remember I heard at that meeting. 

Q. When was that meeting held, at what hour of the day, 
do vou recall? A. 1 think at ten o’clock in the morning. 

Q. And can you tell me who was present? A. Mr. Heck¬ 
man, Mr. Martin, Mr. Campbell, Mr. Geis and myself, and 
I think, I am not positive whether he was there on 
88*26 that day or the following day, Mr. David Thomas of 
the Lorain Steel Company. Mr. Thomas was there 
as an observer, he never said a word, entered into no dis¬ 
cussions, he merely sat there and observed. 

Q. Is the Mr. Geis you refer to, Mr. Carl Geis or Mr. 
Frank Geis? A. Mr. Carl Geis. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He said Carl Geis. 

Mr. Broun: Or, 1 didn’t hear him, Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, you say that plans, tentative 
plans, for a meeting were discussed, is that the meeting that 
you have testified was fixed at the meeting on June 14th for 
June 18th? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was the meeting held, do you recall, on June 18th ? A. 
It was not, the following day we were informed, it was at¬ 
tempted to bring in an outside speaker and 1 think Mr. 
Sokolsky was under consideration, George Sokolsky, but 
we were informed the next day, or I learned the next day, 
rather, that Mr. Sokolsky would not be available during 
any evening of that week, but Congressman Clare Hoffman 
would be available for Thursday night instead of Friday 
night. So the meeting was set for Thursday night instead 
of Friday night, and Mr. Hoffman was invited to speak at 
this meeting along with Mr. Andrew’s. Mr. Andrews 
8827 was also to be one of the speakers. 

Q. Now, you say that you heard Mr. Hoffman could 
be secured? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you have any part in making arrangements for 
the securing of a speaker? A. No, 1 did not. 

Q. Well, now, what next took place, if anything, if you 

recall, that you had anything to do with in connection with 

the Executive Committee or anv other activitv with refer- 

• * 

ence to the strike? A. Well, the following morning, which 
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I think was Thursday morning, June, let me see, that would 
be June 17th, we had another meeting at the—and the loose 
ends were sort of gathered up, that is, that evening was in 
readiness for that night, that is, everything was in readi¬ 
ness for the meeting that night, as I understand it, and I 
think that is about all that 1 remember was discussed at 
that meeting. 

Q. Did you attend the meeting that you refer to that was 
held that night? A. On Thursday night? 

Q. Yes. A. I did. 

Q. Where was that meeting held.' A. That meet- 

8828 ing was held in the auditorium of the Central High 
School. 

Q. Was that the meeting that you have testified was orig¬ 
inally set for Friday, the 18th? A. Friday night. 

Q. And then set back for Thursday? A. Set back for 
Thursday. 

Q. To the 17th? A. Yes. 

Q. Will you tell me what you recall was done and said at 
that meeting? A. Mr. Martin had charge of the meeting 
and what his opening remarks were, I don't remember, but 
he introduced the speaker, Mr. Hoffman, or Congressman 
Hoffman, and Mr. Hoffman spoke on the right to work, also 
the right to strike. 

He devoted a great deal of his talk to the Communistic 
tendencies of the countrv. I don't remember anvthing else 
that Was said. He had quite, that is, he had some pamph¬ 
lets there and he devoted, that is, he quoted from the pamph¬ 
lets and various other things. J don't suppose I listened 
very attentively to that part of his discourse. 

Mr. Andrews, 1 believe, followed Mr. Hoffman, Congress¬ 
man Hoffman. Mr. Andrews said that he also was 

8829 and still is, that is, he said he always was and still 
1 is a friend of labor. He was particularly interested 

in the mine workers. He again said, as I recollect, the call¬ 
ing of the strike in Johnstown at that particular time was 
a mistake from his viewpoint, that is about all that I can 
recall. 

He followed along the lines that he spoke, along the lines 
of his talk of Monday night, but I don’t recall any more. I 
did not burden my memory with just what he said. 
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Q. I assume that Mr. Martin, whom you had said had 
charge of the meeting, and Mr. Andrews and Congressman 
Hoffman, were on the stage, is that correct or not? A. 
They were. 

Q. Do you recall whether any others were on the stage? 

A. I think Dr. Nicely was on the stage, Dr. Nicely made a 

report on their meeting with Mr. Watkins, I think, it was 

not verv satisfactory. 

* • 

Q. You mean the report was not satisfactory? A. That 
is, they did not get very far, as I understand it. Then he 
requested the committee to he discharged, that is the com¬ 
mittee that he was connected with, the so-called publicity 
committee. 1 rather think the committee was more of a 
contact, public contact committee than a publicity com¬ 
mittee. 


8830 Q. Was any action taken on his request that the 
committee be discharged? A. Yes, sir, the commit¬ 


tee was discharged. 

Q. Now, do you remember if there was any one else on 
the stage that took any part in the meeting or had anything 
to say? A. 1 think the Mayor was there a few minutes, he 
again stated that he was doing his utmost to maintain law 
and order. To my recollection, he remained but a few min¬ 
utes. 

Q. Do you remember now anything else, Mr. Fiig, that 
happened at that meeting, that was said by any one? A. 
There was a resolution offered by Mr. Frank Geis, but I 
can't recall just what that resolution was. 

Q. Was any action taken by the meeting on that resolu¬ 
tion? A. As I remember, the resolution was adopted from 
the floor, but what the wording of that resolution was, I 
don't recall. 

Q. You may have told me, but if so, it won't hurt to do 
it again, at what hour this meeting on the 17th was held? 
A. Eight o'clock. 

Q. In the evening? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, now, what next happened, if anything, 
8831 that you had any part in, with respect to the Exec¬ 
utive Committee or the other activities ? A. The next 
morning was Friday, I think the 18th of June, there was a 
meeting of the Executive Committee scheduled for ten 
o'clock in Mr. Campbell’s office. 
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Q. When you refer to the Executive Committee, do you— 
A. The Executive Committee, yes, sir. 

Q. —mean the Executive Committee of the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee? A. Yes. 

Q. Well, go ahead, please, sir. A. I was delayed in get¬ 
ting there, and when 1 arrived there Mr. Sewak was there, 
the Burgess of Franklin. I was quite late in getting there, 
but the gist of the conversation while 1 was there was that 
the Burgess seemed to be dissatisfied with the activities of 
the State Police. I felt that they should be, or, rather, he 
felt that they should be ordered to the side lines and ob¬ 
serve rather than take part in maintaining order. 

Mr. Campbell asked him whether he was doing his sworn 
duty as an officer up there. Mr. Sewak said that he knew 
his duty and he said something about bringing in strike 
breakers, but when he was pressed as to where these men 
were brought from, how many there were, the strike break¬ 
ers dwindled down to a strike breaker. 

8832 Mr. Rose: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, let's 
have the conversation. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what was said. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike. 

Mr. Broun: Tell us what was said. 

The'Witness: Mr. Campbell asked how many there were. 

Mr. Rose: May that be stricken? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may, just tell us what was 
said. 

The Witness: Sir ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go right ahead. 

The Witness: How many strike breakers there were, 
and what he knew about them and he said finally perhaps 
there weren’t strike breakers, but he knew of a strike 
breaker. Mr. Campbell asked him whether he knew the 
man’s 1 name, where he was brought from and so on and so 
forth, 1 and he could not answer, but he said he would get 
the information. 

Mr. 1 Campbell asked him to get that information. Well, 
the Burgess said lie had an appointment in Pittsburgh, lie 
was rather anxious to get away, so before he left he prom¬ 
ised Mr. Campbell that lie would have the information for 
him that evening. As I learned later, he never did supply 
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the information with regards to this one strike 

8833 breaker or as to whether he was a strike breaker. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) I)o you recall anything else 
that took place at that meeting? A. No. 

Q. Do you recall, Mr. Fiig, whether the members of the 
Executive Committee present at that meeting or any of 
them made a request that Burgess Sewak should go any¬ 
where? A. Not to my knowledge. 

Q. Was any other place discussed other than the trip that 
the Burgess said he was going to undertake to Pittsburgh? 
A. Sir ? 

Q. Was any other place discussed other than Pittsburgh 
where the Burgess said that he intended to go? A. Not 
in my presence there wasn’t. 

Q. Do you recall anything else that happened on that day, 
Friday, June 18th, that you had any part in ? A. Nothing. 

Q. In connection with the activities of the Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee? A. Nothing. 

Q. Nothing? A. Nothing. 

Q. Well, will you tell me what, if anything, next hap¬ 
pened that you did have part in? A. The next day 

8834 was Saturdav. When 1 arrived in town from mv 

• •- 

home, I was told that thirty thousand miners were 
coming to Johnstown to hold a mass meeting the following 
day, Sunday. 

Of course, I did not know anything about the details, I 
did not know whether it had any basis of fact, I had not 
seen a paper. I don't remember whether that was an¬ 
nounced in the papers or not, but at any rate, at nine 
o’clock I received a call, that is, to come to Mr. Campbell’s 
office. 

When I arrived there Mr. Fred Thomas was there and 
I think he is an official of the Mine Workers— 

Mr. Rose: I can’t hear you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Read that. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: 1 never met this gentleman before, but 
Mr. Campbell introduced me to him. Mr. Heckman was 
there. I have no recollection of whether Mr. Geis was there 
or not, Mr. Carl Geis, I am not positive whether he was or 
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wasn’t, blit at any rate, Mr. Campbell stated that it was 
reported that these men were coming to Johnstown for a 
mass meeting and owing to the tense situation he was fear¬ 
ful that some untoward incident might happen, a large 
gathering of that kind, because a disturbance might 

8835 be caused and he asked Mr. Thomas whether it would 
not be possible for him to use his influence to have 

this meeting called olT. 

Mr. Thomas was very nice and very polite. He said he 
could no nothing of the kind. Mr. Thomas then went out. 
I think shortlv afterwards Sheriff Bovle arrived. I think 
with him perhaps came, or perhaps they came for him, 
was Senator Baumcr. Mr. Boyle was asked about the situ¬ 
ation in regards to the miners coming into Johnstown to 
the mass meeting, and Mr. Boyle said, “Yes,” that he had 
information that that was the case. 

Of course, there is nobody could object from my view¬ 
point that these men come in, only under the circumstances 
and conditions that obtained here something might hap¬ 
pen. 

8836 Q. Did Mr. Boyle state where he had gotten his 

information from? A. Mr. Bovle stated—I am not 

verv clear on that—onlv that Mr. Bovle did state that he 
* • • 

called up Mr. Fagin and whether it was a fact as to 
whether this mass meeting be scheduled and this number 
of men would come to Johnstown. 

Q. Did he give Mr. Fagin’s first name and say who he 
was? A. Pat Fagin, as near as I could recall. Mr. Fagin, 
acording to Mr. Boyle, said that he thought there would be 
nearer 40,000 come to this meeting. Mr. Boyle was then 
asked whether he could not get in touch with the Governor 
and have this meeting cancelled. Mr. Boyle stated that it 
was out of his hands and he would not get in touch with the 
Governor, or could not get in touch with the Governor. I 
was just about to leave, had something to attend to which I 
neglected earlier in the day, and Mr. Boyle said, “Wait a 
minute, I’ll walk down the street with you.” 

I turned to Mr. Boyle and I said, “Mike, won’t you do 
this for Johnstown ? There is no harm in these men com¬ 
ing in, but there is something might happen that would 
start a disturbance and we don’t know where it would end.” 
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He said, “George, I can’t do it.” So I left liim. 

8837 Q. Do you recall whether there was any conversa¬ 
tion with Mr. Boyle on any remarks addressed to 

him with respect to anything other than the threatened 
march of the miners? A. There was something about a 
telegram that Mr. Boyle had sent to the Governor request¬ 
ing additional protection, and I am rather hazy on that, 
and I don’t know that he did. 

Q. Do you recall, Mr. Fiig, that the Governor of Penn¬ 
sylvania had proclaimed so-called martial law at one time 
during June? A. Yes, I think while we were still in the 
office there was a report came in from one of the papers. 

Q. While you were still at this meeting you have just 
been describing? A. Yes, that the Governor had issued a 
proclamation that declared martial law. 

Q. That meeting was being held at Mr. Campbell’s office, 
I believe? A. Yes, sir, that’s right. 

Q. You said a few moments ago that when you came in 
town that morning from your home, I understood you be¬ 
fore to say that your home was in the City of Johnstown? 
A. Yes, sir, 522 Pine Street, about a mile from the central 
part of the town. 

Q. You merely meant that when you came down- 

8838 town from your home? A. Yes, sir, downtown. 

Q. Did anything else occur that day that you had 
any part in with respect to the activities connected with 
the Citizens’ Committee or the strike? A. Yes, sir, after I 
returned, after I had finished my errand I returned to the 
office of Mr. Campbell and Mr. Stanton was there. It was 
decided to get in touch with Mr. Charles P. Taft who, I 
think, was the chairman of the Mediations Committee ap¬ 
pointed by Washington, and Mr. Stanton located Mr. Taft 
in Cleveland. 

Q. Did you hear the conversation Mr. Stanton engaged 
in, or, of course, that part of it which you could hear Mr. 
Stanton saying? A. Well, Mr. Stanton told Mr. Taft about 
the local situation, as near as I recall he also told him about 
the mass meeting and so on. 

Q. You mean— A. The proposed mass meeting of the 
miners. Mr. Taft, according to Mr. Stanton— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, Mr. Broun, don’t 
you think that that has been gone over pretty thoroughly 
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by Mr. Stanton's testimony who gave both ends of the tele¬ 
phone conversation ? 

Mr. Broun: I was quite willing, Mr. Examiner, not 
8839 to go over it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It seemed to me rather 
superfluous, unless you have some particular point in mind 
to show that this witness knew something about it. 

Mr. Broun: Xo, it is the same problem we discussed sev¬ 
eral days ago as to whether we should go into these things 


or not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think that it has been very 
thoroughly covered. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Xow then, will you tell us, Mr. Fiig, 
if you did, or had any part in anything else in connection 
with the activities of the Citizens’ Committee or the strike 
on that day other than things in connection with the tele¬ 
phone conversation with Mr. Stanton and Mr. Taft? A. 
Nothing. 

Q. Well, did you do anything the next day, which would 
be Sunday, June 20th, in connection with the activities of 
tlu* Citizens' ('on mi it tee, or in connection with the strike? 
A. On Sunday morning, I think, there was an extra news¬ 
paper came out with the announcement that martial law 
had been declared by order of the Governor, that Colonel 
Janeway was on his way or had arrived to take charge in 
Johnstown. The mills were ordered closed, the men turned 
out. 


Mr. Bose: I can’t hear you. 

The Witness: The mills were ordered closed, the 
8840 men turned out, or perhaps the men were ordered 
out. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well now, did you do anything that 
day in connection with the activities of the Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee? A. One o'clock, about one o’clock, I was called by 
Mr. Campbell and requested to come to the Country Club 
for ;i meeting, the Sunnehanna Country Club, and bring a 
friend. 

Q. Did you attend that meeting? A. I did. 

Mr. Broun: Xow, Mr. Examiner, that meeting has been 
testified to a number of times. I am quite willing— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, Mr. Broun, I will just have 
to ndy upon your good judgment not to repeat things that 
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Lave been gone over and over, unless, of course, it may be 
important to show that this witness knew of a certain fact, 
if that is the situation, but if you merely want to have a 
recital of what occurred, if it is in the record, I think we 
may as well leave it there. 

8841 Mr. Broun: Well, of course, Mr. Examiner, I take 
that you mean, that means that you refer to facts 

that have not been fully covered, of course, the witness 
having attended the meeting knows, I assume, everything 
that took place at the meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. My only point is there is 
no use of having him tell things that other witnesses told. 
If he knows specific things that occurred which other wit¬ 
nesses have not told us about, I would suggest that you 
call his attention to those particular things. Mr. Moore, 
do you have any particular idea— 

Mr. Moore: No, I think that you are quite right there, 
Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We don’t want to repeat just 
the same thing over and over. 

Mr. Moore: As I understand you, and I think you are 
quite right, as long as there is nothing this witness can 
tell us which has not been fully covered by others, it is not 
necessary to cover again. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I assume vou have interviewed 
all of these people. 

Mr. Moore: Oh, yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And it may be the previous wit¬ 
nesses have omitted things which may be important. In 
that event, I think you should bring them out from 

8842 this witness. 

Mr. Broun: I think that is correct, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, Mr. Fiig, other witnesses who 
have been on the stand have testified, I think quite fully 
with respect to that meeting on Sunday afternoon at the 
Sunnelianna Country Club. Will you tell me whether you 
did anything after that meeting was over in connection with 
activities of the Citizens’ Committee, in connection with 
the strike? A. In the strike— 

Mr. Rose: I object to the form of that question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a minute. 

Mr. Rose: I object to the form of that question. 

Mr. Broun: May I ask what the objection is? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Tie may answer. 

The Witness: Xothing on that day. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well now, on Monday, June 21st, 
which was the next day, did you do anything;? 

Mr. Broun: That phrase, I assume, lias been used by 
others. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. 

Mr. Broun: Would you mind reading the question, please, 
Mr. Reporter? 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the pending question 
as above set forth.) 

8843 The Witness: Monday, June 21st, I was called to 
the office of Mr. Campbell and there met the rest 

of the Executive Committee of the Citizens’ Committee. 
We repaired to the home of Mr. Robert Waters, and there 
we met Mr. John Price Jones, formerly a native of Johns¬ 
town. 

Q: (By Mr. Broun) Was Mr. Waters there also? A. Yes, 
sir. 

The Reporter: Walters? 

Mr. Broun: Waters, W-a-t-e-r-s. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Waters. 

The Witness: Mr. Jones was introduced. It appears that 
Mr. Waters had acquainted Mr. Jones with the situation 
in Johnstown, what had transpired. 

Q. (Bv Mr. Broun) Is that what Mr. Waters told you? 
A. Sir?* 

Q. Is that what Mr. Waters told you when you arrived 
or not? A. Well, Mr. Waters told us that, how he brought 
Mr. Jones there in order to get the picture of it. On the 
dav before it was decided at the meeting that in order to 
get our, that is the meeting on Sunday, in order to get 
Johnstown's plight and position before the country, we 
would be obliged to buy, or it was suggested that we buy 
newspaper space, and it was finally decided upon to follow 
along that line, and I think Mr. Waters was ap- 

8844 pointed the chairman of the Finance Committee to 
raise some funds, slowly in order to defray the ex¬ 
penses, cost in buying newspaper space. And that, as I 
understand it, prompted Mr. Waters to get in touch with 
Mr. Jones in Xew York and request him to come to Johns¬ 
town—Mr. Jones is connected, or is at the head of a large 
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advertising agency—perhaps to suggest ways and means 
as to how his program could be evolved, as to what to do 
to procure the space, raise funds and so forth. As I under¬ 
stand it Mr. Jones was going to Xew England on Sunday 
night, but finally Mr. Waters— 

Mr. Rose: Excuse me, I don’t get this; is this a conversa¬ 
tion? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, Mr. Fiig, if you, instead of 
giving us your understanding— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, this is— 

Q. (By Mr. Broun)—tell us what was said and what took 
place at the meeting that Mr. Waters held, if you will. A. 
Mr. Waters’ meeting— 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, I will let it stand, go ahead. 

The Witness: Well, we met Mr. Jones at Mr. Waters’ 
home and Mr. Jones said it was perfectly feasible to 

8845 buy newspaper space, insert our statement as to the 
situation in Johnstown, in order to bring it before the 

country, and that they were in position to take care of it, 
and then the question arose as how to raise some funds to 
defray these expenses. 

Mr. Jones was quite positive that funds would come in 
if a request were made for the same through the paper. It 
seemed like quite an undertaking. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) By 4 ‘through the paper”, do you 
mean in any advertisement ? A. In the ads. They seemed 
like quite an undertaking. 

Mr. Rose: Well, excuse me. Is this a conversation, “quite 
an undertaking”? 

The Witness: I am stating what the committee felt in 
regards to this raising of sufficient money to take care of 
these ads. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did any members of the committee 
express that? A. They did. 

Q. Xow, go ahead, Mr. Fiig, and tell us what else was 
said, please, and what else was done at that meeting at 
Mr. Waters’ house? A. Well, the proposition was dis¬ 
cussed from all angles and it was then decided, it was get¬ 
ting late, it was about the middle of the afternoon, it was 
decided to present the matter to a larger group, a 

8846 meeting of which was called at the Sunnehanna 
Country Club that same evening. 
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Q. That is Monday, June 21st? A. Yes, sir. Mr. Jones 
presented his plan and I think there were about IS or 20 
men present. 

Q. That is at the meeting at the Sunnehanna Country 
Club? A. Meeting at the Sunnehanna Country Club. 

Q. On that evening-? A. Yes, sir, and it was finally 
adopted, and Mr. Jones was instructed to go ahead. The 
meeting then adjourned. 

Q. Well now, what took place, it* you know, in that con¬ 
nection after the adjournment of that meeting? A. Well, 
there is nothing that took place that night, as I recall, but 
the next day I went to the office, Mr. Campbell’s office in the 
Swank Building. 

Mr. Rose: Was that Tuesday? 

Q. ( By Mr. Broun) This was Tuesday, the 22nd, was it? 
A. Tuesday, the 22nd, the 22nd. There was a staff of five 
or six men there from Mr. Jones’ New York office, I think 
1 also met Mr. Thornley, his partner. I didn’t remain long, 
because the office was pretty well crowded, they were bring¬ 
ing in typewriters and were making preparations to go 
through with this plan, Publicity Plan. So, I left. I think 
that is all. 

8847 Q. Did anything take place after that? A. Not so 
far as I was concerned, nothing that I remember. 

Q. Do you know when Mr. Thornley came to Johnstown? 
A. I am not absolutely positive. 

Q. Was lie in Johnstown, do you know, on Monday even¬ 
ing when Mr. Jones talked at the Country Club? A. I am 
not positive about that, I wouldn’t like to say. 

Q. Do you know whether or not Mr. Jones was in Johns¬ 
town on Tuesday, the 22nd of June? A. I didn’t see, notice 
Mr. Jones at the office when I was there for a few moments, 

so I reallv don’t know. 

• 

Q. Do you know where Mr. Jones was at that time? A. I 
have no idea. 

Q. I show you, Mr. Fiig, Board’s Exhibit 72 in evidence, 
and ask you whether you have ever seen that or a copy of 
it before? A. I saw a copy of this. 

Q. You saw a copy of it ? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you see— A. and then I saw the ad in the 

papers. 

Q. Did you see any draft of that advertisement before 
you saw it in the newspapers? A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. Do you remember when you saw the draft? A. 
884S I think it was on Wednesday, June 23rd. 

Mr. Rose: I didn’t hear it, please. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wednesday, June 23rd. 

The Witness: Wednesday, June 23rd. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Can you—and will you toll us the 
circumstances surrounding the time when you saw the 
draft and what was said and done, if you recall? A. I 
think there were drafts submitted of two ads, of which this 
ad was selected, and there was a slight change made in the 
copy of this ad. I think there was a paragraph or a 
sentence in there that Mr. Heckman did not approve of. 
I think it contained a sort of an appeal to sympathy. Mr. 
Heckman said that they didn’t want to appeal to sympathy, 
but we wanted to make a plain statement of facts. The 
change was made, the ad was 0. K.’d by the members of the 
committee. 

Q. Is that the Executive Committee you refer to? A. 
The Executive Committee, and I think it was put on the 
wire that evening. 

Q. Do you recall whether anyone else other than the 
members of the Executive Committee were present when 
you saw the draft of the ad and it was changed and 0. K.’d ? 
A. Well, there were some of Mr. Jones’ staff there, but 
I don’t recall the names, 1 don’t know who they were. 
8849 Q. Do you recall whether Mr. Jones was at that 
meeting when the ad was O.K.’d? A. I do not. 

Q. Do you recall whether Mr. Thornley was there? 
8S50 A. I think Mr. Thornley was there, I am quite sure 
he was. 

Q. You stated, I believe, Mr. Fiig, that at the meeting 

which was held on Monday, June 14th, of citizens, Mr. 

Stanton opened the meeting. You may have told us, but 

I don’t recall it, what Mr. Stanton said. Do you recall 

what he did say or the substance of what he said? 

* 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think he told us, Mr. Broun. 
The Witness: I think, as I recall— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, tell us again. 

The Witness: As T recall, Mr. Stanton spoke of the 
situation as it obtained at the time, that is about all I do 
recall, suggested the selection of a chairman. 
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Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you recall whether or not Mr. 
Stanton said anything at that time as to the purposes 
for which the meeting was held? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think he has given us that 
once, I think he said that once right in the beginning 
of his testimony. 

Mr. Broun: You may be correct, Mr. Examiner, but 
if so, I have forgotten. 

Mr. Moore: I don’t remember. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I have a note that the meeting 
was called to discuss law and order. I don’t know 
SS51 whether that is what you mean. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Is that your recollection, Mr. 
Fiig? A. Yes, to discuss law and order and to discuss 
means, ways and means of supporting the authorities 
to maintain law and order, that was the purpose of the 
meeting, as T understood it. 

Q. Now, Mr. Fiig, I might ask you a series of questions, 
some of which are a little long and involved. I shall try 
to read them slowly and carefully. If you don’t understand 
them, vou mav sav so and we will have them read back so 
that you will understand them. 

Did any one, purporting to be a representative, or to be 
Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, at any 
tiriie before or during the strike among the employees of 
Bethlehem Steel Company, at its Cambria Plant, in June, 
1937, directly or indirectly suggest to you, or order or direct 
that you, or, in so far as you know that the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee, or any member, officer, representative or 
committee thereof, do or refrain from doing anything in 
connection with the formation of the Johnstown Citizens’ 
Committee ? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let’s assume that you will 
have objection to every question along this line— 
8852 Mr. Rose: I— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —just as we have done 
previously. Unless you hear from me, you may answer the 
question. 

The Witness: No, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Or, in connection with any of the 
activities of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, or of its 
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Executive Committee, or of any other committee of the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the holding of any meetings? 
A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Or in connection with the issuance of any public state¬ 
ment or statements? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Or, in connection with the insertion of any advertise¬ 
ment or advertisements in any newspaper or newspapers'? 
A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Or, in connection with the publication of any booklet 
or blooklets, or any pamphlet or pamphlets? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Or, in connection with the making of any speeches 
or statements over the radio, or otherwise? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Or, in connection with the solicitation or ex- 
8853 penditure of funds? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Or, in connection with the sending of any com¬ 
munications to or the holding of any conferences with offi¬ 
cials of, or other persons purporting to represent the 
United States of America ? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Or the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Or Cambria County? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Or the City of Johnstown ? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Or Franklin Boro ? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Or, the so-called Steel Workers’ Committee? A. Xo, 
sir. 

Q. Or, in connection with anything whatsoever? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did any one whom you know, or 
believe to have been a representative of or acting for, or 
authorized to act for, either Bethlehem Steel Company or 
Bethlehem Steel Corporation, at any time before or during 
the strike among the employees of Bethlehem Steel 
S854 Company at its Cambria Plant in June, 1937, di¬ 
rectly or indirectly suggest to you or order or direct 
that you, or in so far as you know, that the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee, or any member, officer, representative or 
committee thereof, do or refrain from doing anything in 
connection with the formation of the Johnstown Citizens’ 
Committee? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Or in connection with any of the activities of the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of its Executive Com- 
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mittcfe or any other committee of the Jonhstown Citizens’ 
Committee? A. No, sir. 

Q. Or in connection with the holding of any meetings? 
A. No, sir. 

Q. Or in connection with the issuance of any public state¬ 
ment or statements? A. No, sir. 

Q. Or in connection with the insertion of any adver¬ 
tisement or advertisements in any newspaper or news¬ 
papers? A. No, sir. 

Q. Or in connection with the publication of any booklet 
or booklets or any pamphlet or paiuphets? A. No, 
SS55 sir. 

Q. Or in connection with the making of any 
speeches or statements over the radio or otherwise? A. 
No, sir. 

Q. Or in connection with the solicitation or expenditure 
of funds? A. No, sir. 

Q. Or in connection with the sending of any communica¬ 
tions to or the holding of any conferences with officials of, 
or other persons purporting to represent, the United States 
of America? A. "Would you repeat that, please, I didn’t 
get that, just that last part. 

Q. Or in connection with the sending of any communica¬ 
tions to or the holding of any conferences with officials of, 
or other persons purporting to represent, the United States 
of America ? A. No, sir. 

Q. Or the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania ? A. No, sir. 

Q. Or Cambria County? A. No, sir. 

Q. Or the City of Johnstown? A. No, sir. 

Q. Or Franklin Boro? A. No, sir. 

8S56 Q. Or the so-called Steel "Workers’ Committee? 
A. No, sir. 

Q: Or in connection with anything whatsoever ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In taking any action or in 
8857 doing anything, or in refraining from taking any 
action or doing anything, did you, as a member of the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committe, or of its Executive Com¬ 
mittee, or of any other committee of the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee, ever act for the purpose of aiding, help¬ 
ing or benefiting Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation, as distinguished from any other interest 
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or other property owner, whether located in Johnstown or 
elsewhere? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In taking any action, or in doing 
anything or in refraining from taking any action or doing 
anything, did you, as a member of the Johnstown Citizens’ 
Committee, or of its Executive Committee, or of any other 
committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, ever en¬ 
deavor to act for the purpose of aiding, helping, or benefit¬ 
ing Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corpora¬ 
tion, as distinguished from any other interest or other 
property owner, whether located in Johnstown or else¬ 
where ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In so far as you know, did the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, or its Executive Commit¬ 
tee, or any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ 
Committee, or any member or representative of any 
8858 such committees, ever take action or do anything, or 
refrain from taking any action or doing anything, 
for the purpose of aiding, helping or benefiting Bethlehem 
Steel Company, or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, as dis¬ 
tinguished from any other interest or other property owner, 
whether located in Johnstown or elsewhere ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did any member of the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee, or of its Executive Committee, or of 
any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Commit¬ 
tee, at any meeting of any of such committees which you 
attended, or elsewhere, in so far as you know, ever say in 
words or in substance, that the taking of any action or the 
doing of anything, or the refraining from taking any action 
or doing anything by any of such committees, or by any 
member or representative thereof, was for the purpose of 
aiding, helping or benefiting Bethlehem Steel Company, or 
Bethlehem Steel Corporation, as distinguished from any 
other interest or other property owner, whether located in 
Johnstown or elsewhere? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No, sir, no, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Was anything said in any meeting 
of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, or of its Executive 
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Committee, or of any other committee of the Johns- 
8859 town Citizens’ Committee, or of any other committee 
1 of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, which you at¬ 
tended, to the effect that anything was to be done or at¬ 
tempted by the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, or by its 
Executive Committee, or bv anv other committee of the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee in the interest of Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, as 
distinguished from any other interest or other property 
owner, whether located in Johnstown or elsewhere’ A. 
Xo, sir. 

Q. Mr. Fiig, do you know Mr. C. R. Ellicott? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Did Mr. C. R. Ellicott, in so far as you know, take 
any part in the transaction of any business that was trans¬ 
acted at any time by the Johnstown Citizens' Committee, 
or by its Executive Committee, or by any oilier committee 
of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee’ A. Xo, sir. 

Mr. Rose: Excuse me, as I understand it now, our 
objection also applies to this present line of questions? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right, it is all the same 
line of questions. 

Q. ! (By Mr. Broun) Did you ever hear from any mem¬ 
ber or representative of the Johnstown Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee, or of it Executive Committee, or of any other 
8S60 committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, 
that Mi. C. R. Ellicott ever took any part in the 

transaction of anv business that was transacted at anv time 

♦ • 

by any of such committees? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Do you know Mr. Sidney D. Evans? A. I do. 

Q. Did Mr. Sidney D. Evans take any part, in so far as 
you know, in the transaction of any business that was 
transacted at any time by the Johnstown Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee, or by its Executive Committee, or by any other 
committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? A. Xot 
to my knowledge. 

Q. Did you ever hear from any member or representa¬ 
tive of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of its Execu¬ 
tive Committee, or of any other committee of the Johns¬ 
town Citizens’ Committee, that Mr. Sidney D. Evans ever 
took any part in the transaction of any business that was 
transacted at any time by any of such committees? A. Xo. 
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Q. Did any person purporting to be a representative 
of— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment, the witness— 
did you answer that last question? 

The Witness: Xo, sir. 

(The Witness meant that he answered, “Xo, sir.") 

Mr. Broun: T understood him to say “Xo, sir," 
SS61 Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am sorry, that is all 
right, I am sorry, I didn’t hear it. 

Mr. Broun: Please strike the start of the other question. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did any person purporting to be a 
representative of, or to be acting for, or to be authorized 
to act for, either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation, take any part, in so far as you know, 
in the transaction of any business that was transacted at 
any time by the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, or by its 
Executive Committee, or by any other committee of the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Did any person who you know, or believe to have been 
a representative of, or acting for, or authorized to act for, 
either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Cor¬ 
poration, take any part, in so far as you know, in the trans¬ 
action of any business, that was transacted at any time 
by the Johnstown Citizens’ Committe, or by its Executive 
Committee, or bv anv other committee of the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that, will you read that 
again? 

(The reporter repeated the pending question.) 

The Witness: Xo, sir. 

8862 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you ever hear from any 
member or representative of the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee, or of its Executive Committee, or of any 
other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, 
than any person purporting to be a representative of, or 
to be acting for, or to be authorized to act for, either 
Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, 
ever take any part in the transaction of any business that 
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was transacted at any time by any of such committees ? A. 
No, sir. 

Q. Did you ever hear from any member or representa¬ 
tive of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, or of its Execu¬ 
tive Committee, or of any other committee of the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee, that any person whom you know was, 
or believe to have been a representative of or acting* for, 
or authorized to act for, either Bethlehem Steel Company 
or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, ever took any part in the 
transaction of any business that was transacted at any 
time by any of such committees? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you ever hear from any member or representa¬ 
tive of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, or of its Execu¬ 
tive Committee, or of any other committee of the Johns¬ 
town Citizens’ Committee, that any person whom such 
member or representative stated that he knew or believed 
was a representative of, or acting for, or authorized 

8863 to act, for either Bethlehem Steel Company or Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Corporation, ever took any part in the 

transaction of anv business that was transacted at anv 

• •< 

time by any of such committees ? A. No, sir. 

Mr. Broun: Have you got no, sir? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, sir? 

The Reporter: “No, sir.” 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did any member or representa¬ 
tive of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, or of its Execu¬ 
tive Committee, or of any other committee of the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee, ever tell you that there ever was any 
connection between any of such committees and either 
Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corpora¬ 
tion? A. I would like to have that read again, please. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: No, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did any one who purported 

8864 to be a representative of, or to be acting for, or to be 
authorized to act for, either Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, ever tell you that 
there! ever was any connection between the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee, or its Executive Committee, or any other 
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committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, and 
either such company or such corporation? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did any one whom you know, or believe to have been 
a representative of, or acting for, or authorized to act for, 
either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Cor¬ 
poration, ever tell you that there ever was any connection 
between the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or its Execu¬ 
tive Committee, or any other committee of the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee, and either such company or such cor¬ 
poration? A. No, sir. 

8865 Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you show him 
a list and tell him briefly your question. We will 

take a brief recess, while he looks at it. 

Mr. Moore: Read the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Fiig, I shall read you a ques¬ 
tion which I will later ask you, after you have considered 
a list of names which I shall give you. I shall read the 
question for the purj)Ose of your having it in mind so you 
can consider the names. 

The question will be this: Were any of the following 
named persons a member of the Johnstown Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee, or any committee thereof: 

Eugene G. Grace 
Frederick A. Shick 
Robert E. McMath 
George H. Blakeley 
C. Austin Buck 
Charles R. Holton 
Charles M. Schwab 
James H. Ward 
Quincy Bent 
Archibald Johnston 
Joseph M. Larkin 
Paul Mackall 

Norborne Berkeley 

8866 Charles D. Marshall 
William J. Brown 

James P. Bender 
Charles R. Miller 
Edward B. Hill 
William PI. Johnstone 
Warren M. Driver 
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Sigmund L. Holverstott 
Richard H. Sehlottinan 
Frederick X. Finger 
Robert Young 
Fred H. Overdorf 
"William L. Achenbaeh 
Donald T. Aikenhead 
Jesse V. Honevcutt 
John M. Ellis" 

Charles M. Denise 
William H. Stewart 
Paul AY. Cotton 
Edward F. Gohl 
Robert S. A. Dougherty 
Roy A. Lewis 
Charles R. Ellicott 
Harry A. Whitaker 

Edward F. Entwisle 
8SG7 Jacob H. Edmonds 
Stewart J. Cort 
Frank A. Robbins, Jr. 
Edwin J. Paulus 
T. Scott Clingan 
Thomas R. Johns 
Myrle L. Jacobs 
Arthur F. Peterson 
Edward J. Quackenbush 
Augustino T. De Serrano 
John M. Gross 
Harry C. Crawford 
Ralph E. Hough 
Sidney D. Evans 
Ewart L. Roberts 
John C. Davies 
Francis A. Dunn 
Homer M. Crossett 
Ralph Kent 
Gordon R. Baer 
Frank E. Howells 
Harry R. Coulson 
Harrv A. Marlev 
Harry H. Phillips 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. XATL. LABOB BEL. 130ABD. 



Thomas F. Gallagher 
8868 Clifford T. Ward 
William H. Bennett 
Thomas C. Kern 
Patrick J. Scott 
Daniel W. O’Leary 
Scott D. Baumer 
Charles J. Epplev 
Edwin W. Trexler 
George W. Rodgers 
Harry F. Raab 
Jerry F. Wilbur 
Harold C. Cox 
Harry E. Trout 
Charles M. Schwartz 
Robert Earl Penrod 
Elliott H. Hollenback 
William C. Frank 
Clayton T. Harrison 
Bernard A. Blume 
Irwin W. Penrod 
Edward 0. Murray 
Walter M. Thomas 
Henry P. Veil 
Frank E. Thompson 

Wilbur B. Hoddinott ? 

S869 Trial Examiner Bloom: We will take a five- 
minute recess. 

(Whereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

SS70 Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. Proceed. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, Mr. Fiig, I will ask you 
the question, were any of the following named persons 
members of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of any 
committee thereof, and I refer to the names above. A. Xo, 
sir. 

Q. In so far as you know, did any of the persons whose 
names I read in asking the preceding question at any time 
suggest to you or order or direct that the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee or its Executive Committee or any other 
committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or any 
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member or officer or representative of any of such commit¬ 
tees, as such committee, or as such Executive Committee, 
or as any such other committee, or as such member or offi¬ 
cer or representative do or refrain from doing anything ! 
A. I lost part of that. 

Mr. Broun: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You might show him the ques¬ 
tion. Off the record. 

(Thereupon, there was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

The Witness: The answer is no. 

Mr. Broun: No further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

8871 (Thereupon, there was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. Nine-thirty 
tomorrow morning. 

(Thereupon, at 5:20 o’clock p.m., February 7, 1938, the 
hearing was adjourned to 9:30 o’clock a.m., February 8, 
1938.) 


8875 “Caption in Board Case designated as No. C-170 
R-177”. 
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8876 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come 
to order. 

The record may show that Mr. Fiig, who was to have re¬ 
turned this morning for cross-examination, has been ex¬ 
cused by consent of all counsel and the Trial Examiner. 
Specifically, Mr. Rose called me last evening and said that 
he had called Mr. Moore, advising him that he had no cross- 
examination and that Mr. Moore stated that he had no 
further examination, whereupon T called Mr. Fiig on the 
phono and told him that he need not report this morning. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Heckman, will you take the stand, 
please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The record may show that Mr. 
Heckman has been previously sworn in these proceedings. 

Samuel H. Heckman a witness recalled by and on behalf 
of the Respondents, and having been previously duly sworn, 
testified further as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) I believe the record shows that Mi-. 
Heckman’s first name is Samuel. Mr. Heckman, when you 
testified in the hearing in this Consolidated Case last Sep¬ 
tember, you gave your name and residence and your 

8877 occupation; are your place of residence and your 
occupation the same as they were at that time? A. 

Yes, sir. 

Q. When you were on the stand before, you were asked 
a number of questions as to whether or not you had at¬ 
tended meetings at the offices of the Chamber of Commerce? 
A. That’s correct. 

Q. You answered that in some of the cases mentioned 
you had and in others you had not, as I remember; now I 
would like to know whether those meetings which you at¬ 
tended were meetings of the Chamber of Commerce or 
meetings of the Citizens’ Committee? A. They were meet¬ 
ings of the Citizens’ Committee. 

Q. Did you at any time between June 10, 1937 and June 
If), 1937, both days inclusive, attend any meetings, or any 
meeting or meetings, of the Johnstown Chamber of Com¬ 
merce ? A. No. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me just a moment, what 
were those two dates, Mr. Moore ? 

Mr. Moore: June 10th and June 15th, both inclu¬ 
sive. 

8878 Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

Mr. Moore: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon a discussion ensued off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) You testified on your direct exam¬ 
ination when you appeared last September that you at¬ 
tended a meeting at the Chamber of Commerce on Wed¬ 
nesday, June 16th, 1937: of what body was that meeting? 
A. Wednesday, June 16th? 

Q. Yes, sir. A. That was the first meeting of the Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee that I attended. 

Q. 1 Do you mean by that the first meeting of the Citizens - 
Committee? A. The Citizens’ Executive Committee. 

Q. 1 The Executive Committee of the Citizens’ Committee? 
A. Yes. 

Q. You also testified in response to the question: 

“Q. Did you have any meeting between June 10, 1937 
and June 15, 1937 with Mr. Sidney D. Evans?” 
as follows: 

“Only the meeting at the Elks Club on the 13th, I be¬ 
lieve.” 

Mr. Rose: What page is that, please? 

8879 Mr. Moore: That is at 2526. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Then followed the statement, 

“Citizens’ meeting.” I want to find out what that meeting 

was 1 with Mr. Evans. A. Mr. Moore, mav I have von re- 

» • 

peat that question, please? 

Mr. Moore: Yes, I will read it. Mr. Rose, this is 2526, 
page 2526 of the official record, and I am reading from 
about a quarter of the way up. 

Mr. Rose: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) The question is this: “Did you 
have any meetings between June 10, 1937 and June 15, 1937 
with Mr. Sidney D. Evans?” 

And your answer was: 
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“Only at the meeting at the Elks Club on the 13tli, I 
believe, citizens’ meeting.” 

I want to know whether that is as you want the record 
to stand? 

Mr. Rose: Well now, I object to the form of that ques¬ 
tion, Mr. Examiner, this is direct examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, is there anything about 
the facts previously given by you which you now believe 
possibly to have been erroneous or incorrect; if you care 
to, you may make such corrections as you care to concern¬ 
ing that statement? 

8880 The Witness: If I recall, Mr. Evans came into a 
meeting that Sunday afternoon previous to that just 

for a few minutes and I had no meeting with him. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, only at a meeting? A. Yes. 

Q. Well, did you regard that meeting on Sunday after¬ 
noon as a meeting that you had with Mr. Evans? A. Xo, 
because lie came in at the close of the meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment, did you hear 
that? Will you repeat that? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike the answer, Mr. Examiner, 
on the ground that it calls for a conclusion: “Did you re¬ 
gard that as a meeting?” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, Mr. Heckman, where was that 
Sunday afternoon meeting to which you referred ? A. The 
seventh floor of the Fort Stanwix Hotel. 

Q. It, therefore, was not held at the Elks Club? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner, I don’t know what the 
counsel for the Board desires, of course it is perfectly 
clear from what we have had now, the testimony of half a 
dozen witnesses, that something should be done 

8881 about this statement. Xow, an incorrect statement 
won't make it correct. 

Mr. Rose: I am not objecting to a correction of the 
statement, I am objecting to the form of your question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why not let the witness tell us 
about it, Mr. Moore? 
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Mr. Moore: "Well, the record stands— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you want to, you can simply 
ask him all over again about it. 

Mr. Moore: I am going to cover the ground, but— 

Ti l ial Examiner Bloom: It is a question whether you 
cover it or the witness covers it. 

Mr. Moore: Then we will have a record that is contra¬ 
dictory and I would like particularly to correct this. I 
will again read the question and answer: 

“Did vou have anv meetings between June 10, 1937 and 
June 15,1937 with Mr. Sidney Evans?” Your answer was: 
“Only at the meeting at the Elks on the 13th, I believe, 
Citizens meeting.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: "Well, what day was the first 
meeting, Monday or Sunday; are you thinking in terms of a 
Sundav or Monday? 

The "Witness: Sunday. "Well, my answer was no, 

8882 I wouldn't regard that as a meeting with Mr. Evans. 
In the first place, I don't think he was invited to the 

meeting until the meeting was practically right at the close 
and whether he was invited then, I don’t know, but he and 
Mr. 1 Ellicott both dropped in to that meeting just for a 
few minutes, just as the meeting was adjourned. 

Q. ( By Mr. Moore) That was the meeting that was held 
where? A. The seventh floor of the Fort Stanwix Hotel, 
Sunday afternoon. 

Q. So far as you know, was there any meeting at the 
Elks Club of any citizens on Sunday afternoon ! A. Not 
that I know of. 

Mr. Moore: Now, Mr. Examiner, I shall try with Mr. 
Heckman not to cover the same ground that we have 
previously covered except in so far as it shall appear to be 
necessary to get a connected story or to bring out some 
poiht which I think has not been previously fully covered. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: "Well, I might say that the main 
story seems to have been pretty well gone into. I should 
think your present idea is a good one. For that purpose, of 
course, Mr. Moore, direct the witness’ attention to the 
specific things so that we won't have to have too much 
repetition of the previous testimony. 

8883 Mr. Moore: Yes, sir, I shall try to avoid that. 
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Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, Mr. Heckman, I should 
like to direct your attention to that meeting to which you 
have just referred, and ask you first to tell us how the 
meeting happened to be held, that is the meeting 1o which 
you have just referred at the Fort Stanwix Hotel on the 
U>th. A. About two o’clock Sundav afternoon Dr. Stanton 
called me and told me that he was calling a small group 
of men to a meeting on the seventh floor of the Fort Stan¬ 
wix Hotel. At the same time he stated that the Governor 
and some of his staff were here and that he hoped we 
might Ik* able to have a conference with him to discuss 
the question of law and order. 

Q. He called you about two, the meeting was to be held 
at about what time? A. There was no time stated, just as 
soon as we could get there. 

Q. What did you do in response to that invitation? A. 
I came to the meeting. 

Q. Well, now, will you tell us who were there, as you 
remember the men? A. Well, Dr. Stanton was there, I 
believe there was a man by the name of George 
SS84 Brown there. James Foster, I believe Mr. Patter¬ 
son, William Patterson was there, came in later. 

Q. What was his first name, William? A. Yes. 

Q. Who is Mr. William Patterson? A. He is the head of 
the Johnstown Office Supply Company. 

Q. I didn’t get the name of that company. A. Johns¬ 
town Office Supply Company. 

Q. Oh, yes. Will you tell us— A. Now, there were some 
other men there, but 1 can’t recall. 

Q. Well, now, will you tell us briefly what that confer¬ 
ence was ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, do you mean what was 
said ? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

S8S5 Q. (By Mr. Moore) What was said by the differ¬ 
ent people there? A. I could not at this time relate 
any connected story at all as to what was said or done at 
that meeting. It was a round-table discussion and there 
were many things talked about. We,—the meeting was 
prolonged more or less in the hope that when the Governor 
was through with his conference, we might be able to make 
an appointment with him and I, the strike situation was 


4590 BETII. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 

discussed to some extent, but no conclusions or no partic¬ 
ular business transacted. There was some disappointment 
to the effect that a meeting was called so hurriedly and 
some men that Dr. Stanton apparently had expected to 
call to be there, could not be reached, and there was only 
a small group of men, possibly five or seven, and I could 
not at this time relate, give vou anv storv of anything that 
was said or done. That is eight months ago. 

Q. You referred to a conference of the Governor, some¬ 
thing to the effect that it was hoped that the Governor, 
when he got through with his conference, could come to 
your conference. "What was the conference of the Gov¬ 
ernor to which you referred? 

Mr. Rose: I don’t believe he so testified, Mr. Examiner. 
The Witness: Well, I— 

8886! Trial Examiner Bloom: Repeat that, sir— 

The Witness: —testified that the Governor was 
having a conference with some other man not connected 
with our group. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Where, where? A. At the hotel, 
and when the Governor sent word, or the word came into 
the meeting that the Govonor had left the hotel and re¬ 
turned to Harrisburg, the meeting broke up. 

Q. How did that word come into your meeting? A. I 
couldn't recall that, Mr. Moore. 

Q. Well, I think you stated this morning that Mr. Evans 
and Mr. Ellicott came in to the conference. 

Did I understand you correctly? A. Right. 

Q. I think you also said that you didn’t know why they 
came. Did they take any part in your conference? A. Xo, 
none whatever. 

Mil. Rose: Well now, Mr. Examiner, I think we ought 
to have the conversation instead of the conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Yes, tell us what they said when 
they did come in, if you recall, Mr. Heckman. 

The Witness: I can’t recall that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Rose: T move to strike it out. 

8887 The Witness: It is eight months ago, and I can’t 
recall the statement. 

M it. Rose: I move to strike the previous answer. 
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Mr. Moore: Well, I don't see why, if I know whether 
I take any part in a conference, 1 know whether other 
people take any part in a conference. 

Tr*a! Examiner Bloom: Did they say anything 1 , even 
though you can't remember what they did say? 

The Witness: Yes, yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On what do you base your con¬ 
clusion that they did not take any part in the conference: 

The Witness: Well, they were not there until the meet¬ 
ing was breaking up. Mr. Ellicott and Mr. Evans dropped 
in to that meeting, I imagine we were all on our foot ready 
to leave, and there was some statement made, as near as 1 
might recall it, Mr. Ellicott expressed a disappointment ni 
his conference with the Governor. 

Q. ( By Mr. Moore) Do you remember whether they re¬ 
ferred, or you referred, to a conference that you had ex¬ 
pected to have with the Governor.’ A. I don't recall that, 
sir. 

O. (By Mr. Moore) Did Mr. Stanton stay in your 
HS88 conference all the time, or did he leave it for any 
purpose? A. At one time he was called to the tele¬ 
phone. 

Q. Did he go? A. Yes. 

Q. What did he say when he came back? A. When lie 
came back he said someone had called him from the Frank 
!in Gate, the upper Franklin Gate and asked him to listen 
in on the noise and commotion, that was apparent right at 
the gate. 

Q. Did he say anything about whether he had heard any¬ 
thing over the telephone? A. He said he had heard it. 

Q. Had heard what? A. The noise and the commotion 
outside the gate. 

8889 Q. Well, now, then, will you tell us whether or not 
you did anything further that day, Sunday, June 
K>th, with reference to the strike among the employees of 
the Bethlehem Steel Company here in Johnstown, whether 
you attended any conferences or personally did anything? 
A. I left that meeting and went home. When I got home 
there was a message there for me from Commander Shee¬ 
han of the American Legion, asking me if I would attend 
a meeting at the American Legion Home that evening at 
7:30, and I attended that meeting. 
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Q. 'Will you go ahead and tell us about the meeting, what 
was said, what was done? A. At the meeting— 

Q. In the first place, tell us who were present ? A. 
There were about eight men, Mr. dames Foster, Mr. 
George 0. Suppes. 

Q. —p-e-s, is that it, Mr— A. Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that right? 

Tlie Witness: Francis Martin, Commander Sheehan, 
David Watkins, a young man by the name oi* Yonkcr, 1 
don't know his first name: Mr. Ilarry D. Corbin. 

Mr. Rose: Who was that, please, I didn't get the last ? 
Q. (By Mr. Moore) Harry D. Corbin? A. C-o-r- 

8890 b-i-n. The meeting was called to order by Com¬ 
mander Sheehan and he raised the question, or rather 

said that he had been approached on the question of draft¬ 
ing the Legionnaires for law and order work and he was 
calling this meeting, representing a cross-section of the 
business of the civic industries of the community to get an 
expression from them to guide him in making his decision. 

That meeting lasted about an hour and a half. There was 
considerable discussion back and forth, a few unpleasant 
statements, at times rather tense. There seemed to be a 
concensus of opinion among the men present that the Le¬ 
gionnaires should be drafted to preserve law and order. 

That was strenuously objected to by Mr. Watkins 

8891 and Mr. Yonker. At the same time it was brought 
out that the constitution of the Legion would permit 

them to do that. There was considerable discussion on the 
question of violence on the picket line. There was some 
discussion about the Mexicans being the most vicious. Mr. 
Watkins made the statement he didn’t bring the Mexicans 
here and was not responsible for them. There was no 
definite recommendation asked for or given. 

Mr. Watkins was asked if it were not possible for him 
to instruct his picket captains so that there would be less 
violence on the picket lines. 

He made the statement that he could instruct his picket 
captains and had instructed them to peaceful picketing, 
but that he could not be responsible for any individual 
violence, he could not and would not be responsible for in¬ 
dividual violence. 
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He also made the statement that the strike should not 
have been called when it was. It was not his plan to call 
a strike in June. He had planned it for November, at least 
later in the year, but due to the railroaders going out, he 
thought the dual arrangement would add strength to both 
steel workers and railroaders, and therefore he approved 
of the strike. Just before the meeting closed there seemed 
to be a disposition on the part of Commander Shee- 

8892 han to carry tho meeting further, possibly— 

Mr. Rose: Excuse me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what he said. 

Mr. Rose: Can we have what was said? 

The Witness: The last sentence? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, I say tell us what Com¬ 
mander Sheehan said. 

The Witness: I can’t recall just what he said. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, tell us as nearly as you can. 
A. I can’t remember words eight months later. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, tell us the substance of 
what he said, not— 

The Witness: Well, there was a disposition upon the 
part of Commander Sheehan to call another meeting of the 
Legion membership, or the leadership of the meeting. Just 
whether he said he would do it or not, I don’t know. 

The disposition was, on his part was to convene the* 
Legion membership to get the expression from them. Mr. 
Watkins made the statement that if the Legionnaires were 
drafted for law and order work, that he would call the Gov¬ 
ernor and have troops sent in immediately, and the Gov¬ 
ernor had promised to send them if he would ask for them. 

At that, the meeting broke up and I went home. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did Mr. Watkins at that 

8893 meeting say whether or not he had seen the Governor 
that day ? A. No, he did not say. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, would you read 
that previous answer back? 

T didn’t quite get it. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the previous answer 
as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, Mr. Moore. 
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Q. (By Mr. Moore) I think your have said, but I am not 
sure, that there wasn't any conclusion or final conclusion 
reached at that meeting as to what would be done with 
reference to the request that had been made of Mr. Sheehan 
as he reported it. A. Xo. 

Q. Well now then, Mr— A. May I venture an assertion 
there? 

Q. Certainly. A. I understand that later in the evening 
that Mr. Sheehan did convene his Executive Committee of 
the Legion. 

Q. Do you remember who told you that? A. Xo, I 
couldn't tell you that. 

Q. Well now, then, passing over to the next day, Monday, 
did you do anything with reference to the strike here in 
1 Cambria Plant on that day? A. Xo. 

8894 Q. Monday, June 14th? A. Monday? 

Q. Monday, June 14th. A. Well, I was called to a 
meeting at the Elks that night. Shall I go ahead? 

Q. Yes, just tell us about it. A. Dr. Stanton called me 
about 1:30 or 2 o’clock in the afternoon and said that a 
meeting had been, of the citizens, had been called at the 
Elks Club that night, and asked me if I would attend. I 
told him I would. He later called me and asked me if I 
would act as chairman. I told him I didn’t care to. I sug¬ 
gested Mr. Martin. He later called me back and said Mr. 
Martin had agreed to act. 

Q. Well, did you attend the meeting? A. I attended the 
meeting, yes sir. 

Q. 1 T won't go into the details of the meeting, Mr. Heck¬ 
man, because I think that has been pretty well covered, but 
I would like to have you tell me whether or not you spoke 
at that meeting and what you said if you can remember 
anything? A. Well. Dr. Stanton opened the meeting— 
Dr. Stanton opened the meeting and he talked for a few 
minutes, introductory remarks. He said the meeting had 
been called for the purpose of discussing the strike situa¬ 
tion. He made a plea for fairness, and as I recall, made the 
statement that he had no quarrel with those who 

8895 were interested in the strike. Then Mr. Martin and 
Mr. Stanton had to leave, Mr. Martin was made 

chairman. As T recall, at that point, the Mayor came into 
the meeting and he was given the right of way to talk and 
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he talked for about fifteen minutes. And then Mr. Martin 
called on me. 

8896 Now, I am not altogether clear on that, whether 
1 talked ahead of the Mayor or the Mayor talked 

before I did, but we both talked, and I made the statement 
to that meeting, to that group of citizens, repeated the 
statement that Mr. Martin had, or Mr. Watkins had told 
us at the meeting the night before, the strike should not 
have been called at this time, because they were not ready 
for it. 

Q. That is the statement that you have in substance made 
this morning here? A. Yes, sir. And, I made a plea for 
fairness, due to the fact that I had an inborn hope that 
there might still be a truce declared. 

Q. Well, are you— A. And I said that I regretted very 
much that the communitv had gotten into this situation 
following our unfortunate experiences with bank failures 
and Hood, but I still felt that the matter could be worked 
out in some amicable way, so that individuals, families and 
business interests would come through it with the least 
amount of suffering. 

Q. Now, you stated that at the meeting on that Monday 
evening at the Elks Club, you reported, or repeated what 
Mr. Watkins had said about calling the strike. Did you 
make any other statement as to what Mr. Watkins 

8897 had said ? A. Yes, I think I made the statement, the 
present statement about the statement Mr. Watkins 

had made that if the Legionnaires were called to law and 
order service, that he would call the Governor for troops, 
and the Governor promised to send them. 

As I recall, I made that statement also. 

Q. Now, did you make any statement with reference to 
discussions that had been had with Mr. Watkins about 
violence and what he had said? A. Yes. 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) What did you say— 

Mr. Moore: Excuse me. 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is the basis of the objec¬ 
tion ? 

Mr. Rose: I thought he had told us all that he had said. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you recall anything else that 
you said? 

The, Witness: No. 1 may have made that statement, 
too, but 1 don't recall it. 1 only talked for a couple of 
minutes. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do you recall whether or not 

8898 Mr. Evans was at that Sunday, that Monday evening 
meeting? A. Yes, Mr. Evans, Sidney Evans? 

( c >. Yes. A. Yes, he was there. 

Q. Do you remember whether or not he spoke? A. As I 
recall he did not. 

Q. You don’t remember his saying anything? A. I do 
not. 

Q. Well, now, will you tell us whether or not there was 
any action taken at that Monday evening meeting at the 
Elks Club? A. Well, there were about, I think there were 
about five men altogether that made short talks, and then 
there was a number of short talks or impromptu talks 
from the floor. The motion was made, as I recall it, that 
they organize themselves into a Citizens’ Committee, that 
group, and authorized the chairman to appoint an Execu¬ 
tive Committe, and any othe»* committees that he might 
deem necessary. 

Q. What were— A. A publicity committee was ap¬ 
pointed. I believe at that meeting, it was authorized, i 
believe, the chairman appointed that committee right from 
the floor. 

Q. Was anything said, as you remember it, about what 
the committee was to do? A. No. 

8899 Q. You don’t remember? A. No, I don’t remember, 
I don’t think there was. 

Q. Was anything said at that meeting with reference to 
the appointment of officers in addition to those who were 
of the committee who were appointed that night: you have 
hold us that Mr. Martin was appointed chairman, were any 
other officers appointed at that meeting? A. No, just an 
Executive Committee. The Executive Committee was not 
appointed at that meeting, it was authorized, but not ap¬ 
pointed at that meeting. 

Q. Well, was anything said about vesting in Martin any 
power other than that to appoint an Executive Committee ? 
A. No, I don’t think so— 
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Mr. Rose: I object to the form of the question. 

The Witness: —except that it might have been assumed. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He mav answer. 

* 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Who acted as secretary of that 
meeting, if any one? A. I don’t think any one acted as 
secretary, not as I recall, there were no minutes kept. 

Q. Do you know whether or not any one was appointed 
secretary at the meeting of the committee? A. Not that I 
recall. 

8900 Q. Was anything said about the holding of any 
other meetings ? A. Yes. 

Q. What was it ? A. It was suggested that a mass meet¬ 
ing be held later in the week. 

Q. Was any day of the week mentioned ? A. No. 

Q. Now, then, will you tell us about Tuesday, the next 
day, whether so far as you were concerned anything was 
done or you did anything with reference to the strike? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: May I inquire what you have 
there ? 

(The witness produced a paper.) 

The Witness: Just a little dav-to-dav— 

% * 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, does counsel care to see 
this 

The Witness: I wrote this before I left my office this 
morning, just the day-to-day. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) You wrote this after looking up 
vour records at vour office, refreshing vour memorv? A. 
Refreshing my memory, that is call, I wrote that just a 
few moments before I came over here. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is there any objection to the 
witness referring to the paper? 

8901 Mr. Rose: No, if he needs to, if he needs it to 
refresh his recollection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, do vou have anv 
objection ? 

Mr. Moore: No. 

The Witness: Tuesday, either Mr. Martin or Mr. Camp¬ 
bell called me some time during the day and asked me if I 
would serve on this Executive Committee which had been 
authorized the evening before. I told him I would and he 
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told me that the first meeting* would be held the next morn¬ 
ing at ten o’clock. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) That was Wednesday, June 18th; 
A. Yes, sir, that is all that I can recall. 

8902 Q. Did you attend the meeting on Wednesday ? A. 
Yes, sir, I attended that meeting Wednesday morn¬ 
ing. 

Q. Do you remember who was there? A. Mr. Martin, 
Mr. Campbell, Mr. Geis, Mr. Fiig and myself, and 
D. C. Thomas, an observer, he was not a member of the 
committee, but asked to sit in as an observer. 

Q. Do you remember what was said and done at that 
meeting? A. Well, there was considerable discussion, of 
course being the first meeting we tried to, as I recall, we 
first discussed the question of the mass meeting later in 
the week. It was agreed upon for Friday evening and that 
was the understanding when the meeting adjourned. 

However, the next day it was moved forward, we were 
notified it was moved forward to Thursday evening, either 
we couldn’t get the auditorium or they couldn’t get the 
speaker, one of the two, for that evening. It was moved 
from Friday evening to Thursday evening. As I recall 
that day there was considerable discussion there as to an 
appeal that had been made to us by some of the workers 
at the mills offering their services and asking our help in 
promoting the back-to-work movement. 

There was some discussion of some advertising that ap¬ 
peared in the morning paper. Mr. Martin stated that he 
had approved the ad. I believe it had its inception 

8903 in the Publicity Committee and it was decided to run 
another ad for that evening. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, Mr. Heckman, I 
didn’t quite get your last answer. You say that Mr. Martin 
said that he had approved the ad? 

The Witness: He had approved it, yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) That is the one that appeared on 
the morning of the 16tli? A. Wednesday morning. 

Q. And did I understand you to say just a moment ago 
that there was some discussion as to another ad? A. Yes, 
sir, the running of another ad was approved, the day or 
the days following. 

Q. Well now, referring to this— A. That is all that I 
could recall for Wednesdav. 
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Q. Referring to the appeal, I think you said had been 
made by some of the workers, now how was that appeal 
made, did any of the workers appear before your commit¬ 
tee? A. Xo, that appeal was made in a contact with Mr. 
Campbell, they did not appear before the committee or did 
not sit in with the committee. Mr. Campbell reported that 
they had been there and offered their help and had asked 
for help, both, offered their cooperation. 

Q. Was any action taken by the committee as to what 
should be done with reference to that appeal? A. 

8904 Xo, not as I recall, there wasn’t any particular ac¬ 
tion except that I did not believe that Mr. Campbell 

assumed that without action— 

Q. Assumed what? A. His authority, his role as a 
helper, without action. Q. You mean by that that Mr. 
Campbell reported that he had done anything in response 
to the appeal ? 

Mr. Rose: May we have the entire conversation? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, will you hold that 
question in abeyance? Would you mind elaborating on 
your previous answer, Mr. Heckman ? 

Mr. Moore: Well, may we go back and read the answer 
to it, then I would like to have the witness explain what he 
means. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Moore: I don’t think he said that. 

The Witness: Well, I— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I thought he did. 

Mr. Moore: Well, the word “assumed”, but I don’t get 
the negative. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is the way I understood 
it, that is why T want the witness to explain it. 

Mr. Moore: All right, thank you. 

The Witness: Leaving the word “assumed” in, it 

8905 was assumed, then, that Mr. Campbell would give 
them what help he could without action of the com¬ 
mittee, that was later that that was developed. They 
wanted help in the getting up of petitions and Mi*. Campbell 
helped to make those up. They needed help to get the 
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places. I think lie contacted the School Board and asked 
permission to use the entrances. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me just a moment. 

Mr. Moore: Just a moment, please. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am sorry, go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) You stated, I think, that he helped 
them get places; places for what? A. "Registration booths, 
where they might have their petitions, the men could report 
there and express their willingness to go back to work by 
signing the petition. 

Q. Signing the petition? A. Yes, those petitions were 
placed in the entrances to the public school buildings and 
also at the fire halls and I think Mr. Campbell assisted them 
in getting those locations without action of the committee. 

Q. Now, I don't understand quite as to the time. Had 
that been done before your meeting on Wednesday, or was 
it done after the meeting on Wednesday, the 16th ? As I 
understand, Mr. Campbell reported, as you said, the ap¬ 
peal. But had this action to which you refer been 

8906 taken, or did that, as you know, take place after? A. 
Certainly, he brought that to the attention of the 

committee as to what he had done and that these men had 
been in. 

Q. Yes, but did he say that he had helped them get places 
at the fire halls or the school houses at that time ? A. No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, I think if you just 
add one phrase to your question, if you ask him if he said 
this at the Wednesday meeting, then I think it will be 
perfectly clear in the witness’ mind what you are driving 
at. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I will accept that amendment. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think that is the Witness’ 
confusion. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) What I want to get at, Mr. Heck¬ 
man, is, all Mr. Campbell said at the meeting on Wednes- 
dayi June 16th, with reference to the appeal. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think Mr. Moore does not 
want you to tell what he did afterwards, he wants to know 
what he said. 

The Witness: I can’t recall all that was said, as I recall 
: he reported that these men had been in. He made 

8907 that statement before the men had been in there 
offering help and seeking help. In my statement 
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here I think I said that I was under the impression that 
Mr. Campbell helped these men get these locations, that is 
just my impression. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Yes, well, now, what I want— A. 
He did help them make up the petitions. 

Q. Yes, what I wanted to get at is the date on which he 
helped them, was that subsequent to the meeting of June 
16th? A. I think that was the same day, it must have been 
subsequent, he couldn’t have reported it if it wasn’t sub¬ 
sequent, it is evident that that was subsequent because 
the meeting did not convene till ten in the morning and 
those men had been there earlier. Does that clear it ? 

Q. Purely the time. What were the petitions for, that 
were discussed? A. The petitions were the usual peti¬ 
tions with a certain heading, wording, in which the men 
could sign and express their willingness to want to go back 
to work, if they had protection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There will be about a ten- 
minute recess here. 

(Whereupon, a short recess was taken, after which 
S908 proceedings were resumed as follows:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Proceed, Mr. Moore. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Heckman, you told us briefly 
about the meeting of the Executive Committee of the Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee on Wednesday, June 16th: did your com¬ 
mittee have, any regular program for meetings? A. The 
only program we had was that we would meet every morn¬ 
ing at ten o’clock, that was all. 

Q. And did you do that? A. Yes, sir, except Sunday. 

Q. Except Sunday? A. Yes. 

Q. Now, you told us about arranging for a mass meet¬ 
ing, the mass meeting was agreed upon at the Wednesday 
meeting to be held on Thursday, June 17th, as I understand 
you; did you attend that mass meeting? A. Yes. 

Q. Where was it held? A. Central High School. 

Q. Here in Johnstown? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How was admission gained to that meeting? A. Well, 
there were a number of cards, a lot of cards, printed, but 
thev were not essential to admission. Any one that 
8909 went there could get in. 
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Q. Did you— A. I recall the cards were simply printed 
to possibly be able to control the meeting so far as getting 
the crowd, the safety point, so far as getting it beyond the 
safety point in crowd was concerned. 

Q. Well, you mean simply by “control”— A. Well, to 
keep down— 

Q. 1 —to keep down the number that would attend— A. 
Yes. 

Q. —to that nmber which the building could accommo¬ 
date safely? A. That’s right. I had a card, but I didn’t 
need it to get in, I went in the side door and my card wasn’t 
lifted. 

Qj Will you go on to Friday, June 18th, and tell us 
whether any meeting was held on that day and when and 
where and if there was one held and what was said or done? 
A. Yes, there was a meeting Friday morning at ten o’clock, 
or shortly thereafter, and Mr. Campbell reported that he 
had asked Burgess Sewak of Franklin Boro to attend that 
meeting and after some little delay the Burgess Sewak 
came to the meeting. 

Q. Do you remember anything that was said to him or 
anything that he said ? A. The only thing that T recall, the 
i only request, the only thing that was said to him was 
89l0i an appeal to the Burgess to try and maintain order 
at the Upper Franklin Gate. 

There was some discussion and he said that he thought 
he hhd maintained order. His attention was called to some 
rather disturbing things that occurred there about four 
o’clock Sunday afternoon and he said that he didn’t see it 
because he had been up the street farther directing traffic 
at that time. 

8911 I Believe Burgess Sewak said that he wanted to 
get away from the meeting as soon as he could be¬ 
cause he had an appointment in Pittsburgh. As I recall he 
left the meeting about 12 o’clock. 

Q. Did he have any understanding as to when he would 
return to the meeting or come back and see your committee 
at any later time? A. I don’t recall any such understand¬ 
ing. 

Mr. Rose: Let’s have the conversation. 
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Q. (Bv Mr. Moore) Do you remember anything else 
that occurred at that meeting on Friday? A. I told you 
everything that I could remember of that meeting. 

Q. Now will you tell us whether any meeting was held on 
Saturday of your committee or another meeting of any kind 
in connection with the strike which you attended, and if so, 
what was said or done? A. Yes, sir, there was a meeting 
held at the usual time Saturday morning, 10 o’clock. I was 
a little late getting to that meeting*. 

"When I got there I found Fred Thomas, Senator Baumer, 
at the meeting. A little later Sheriff Boyle came in and 
there was considerable discussion. That meeting lasted 
pretty well towards one or two o’clock. Meanwhile of 
course in that morning, during the meeting, an extra 

8912 issue of the paper had come out stating that the Gov¬ 
ernor had declared martial law. 

The Sheriff was questioned considerably. He was asked 

how many deputies he had. He didn’t answer. Most of 

the discussion at that meeting as I recall was the proposed 

invasion of union miners from the Western Pennsvlvania 

* 

District to a meeting that was called that Sunday after¬ 
noon, the day after. 

The Sheriff was asked why he had influence with the 
Governor, why if he had sufficient influence with the Gov¬ 
ernor, to have martial law declared, why he didn’t ask him 
to stop the invasion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you recall who asked him 
that, who said that? 

8913 The Witness: 1 asked him that. He didn’t an¬ 
swer that question. Senator Baumer answered it. 

He said, “Mr. Heckman, if you knew a certain man by the 
name of Fahv, F-a-h-v, as well as 1 do, you would know that 
that wouldn’t be possible.” 

Fahy, I believe, was head of the United Mine Workers 
of Western Pennsylvania, with an office in Pittsburgh. 
Also, at that meeting. Reverend Stanton called Mr. Taft, 
who had been named chairman of a committee to meet in 
Cleveland that morning to discuss ways and means of a 
settlement of the Republic Steel strike. Reverend Stanton 
waited until long after the meeting adjourned to get his 
answer from Mr. Taft. Not getting any answer, he called 
him back again. 
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Mr. Taft told him that it would be impossible for them to 
do anything with the situation in Johnstown. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) You mean by that, that that is what 
Mr. Stanton reported to you? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. After he had had his talk? A. Yes, sir. The request 
he wanted to make of Mr. Stanton was that the situation, so 
far as martial law and business was concerned, that the 
situation be allowed to remain status quo. 

Q. Do I understand that that was Mr. Stanton’s 
S914 request— A. Yes. 

Q. —of Mr. Taft ? A. As I recall it. 

Q. "Well, just what did you understand he meant by that ? 
You said that martial law had been declared, as 1 under¬ 
stand you? A. Yes, sir, yes, sir. Well, I presume that he 
had hoped Mr. Taft might make an appeal to the Governor 
to rescind his order on martial law. 

Q. Did ex-Senator Baumer say anything further with 
reference to Mr. Fahy, why he expressed that view? A. 
Oh, no, nothing further. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, do you have any 
objection to this, to suggesting what may be the correct 
name of this man ? 

I think he mav be mistaken as to the name of the man 
he is referring to. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do you think it might have been 
Fagin? A. You are right. 

Q. Fagin ? A. I stand corrected. 

Q. Is that Patrick Fagin? A. Patrick Fagin is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

8915 Mr. Moore: Well then, if I may ask the previous 
question again, using the correct name. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did ex-Senator Baumer say any¬ 
thing as to why Mr. Fagin would have acted or taken the 
position that Senator Baumer indicated ? A. Xo, he made 
no statement. 

Q. Did ex-Senator Baumer say that lie had talked with 
Mr. Fagin? A. Xo, no. 

Q. Xow, you said that Fred Thomas and ex-Senator 
Baumer and Boyle, were at that conference or meeting that 
Saturday morning. Am I to understand that those are 
the people in addition to your Executive Committee, who 
were present? A. That is right. 
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Q. Do you remember whether or not the full committee 
were present that morning? A. As I recall, they were all 
there. 

Q. Do you remember doing anything further on that day, 
Saturday, June 19th, with reference to the strike? A. No, 
no, I left that meeting and went back to my office. 

Q. Did you attend any meetings of the Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee: or any meeting of the Executive Committee of the 
Citizens’ Committee on Sunday? A. Xo, I did not. The 
meeting was held at the Sunnehanna Country Club, 

5916 but I didn’t attend it. 

Q. You didn’t attend it? "Well now, will you tell 
us about Monday, June 21st, did you do anything on that 
day with reference to the strike ? A. Yes. 

Q. Tell us what it was. A. I was called before the meet¬ 
ing convened, and told that there would be a meeting at the 
home of Mr. Robert Waters. 

Q. A meeting of— A. Of the Executive Committee, and 
we took my car and went up there to that meeting. That 
was about eleven o’clock in the morning. Mr. Waters and 
Mr. John Price Jones were there, and we, that meeting 
lasted until about 2:30 or 2:45 in the afternoon. 

Q. Who were present of the Executive Committee be¬ 
sides yourself? A. All of the members, Mr. Fiig, Mr. Geis, 
Mr. Campbell, Mr. Martin, myself, Mr. Jones and Mr. 
Waters. 

Q. Was Reverend, Mr. Stanton there? A. Xo, Mr. Stan¬ 
ton was not at that meeting. 

Q. Xow, you go ahead and tell us briefly what the con¬ 
ference was. A. Well, Mr. Jones had a proposition there, 
we discussed at considerable length, based on the theory 
that an injustice had been done to the community in 

5917 declaring martial law, and that the community 
should tell their story to the country. He had a 

proposition to do it through publicity at a considerable 
cost. 

He stated, however, that he was quite sure in response 
to the publicity there would be sufficient funds to pay for 
all of it. 

Q. Was any— A. The discussion centered—pardon me. 

Q. Go right ahead. A. The discussion centered on plac¬ 
ing protest ads in about forty newspapers, metropolitan 
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newspapers throughout the country. The cost was rather 
staggering, but they were willing to accept Mr. Jones, be¬ 
cause he had a reputation for delivering what he said he 
could. Do you want me to go on to later in the day ’ 

Q. Yes, was there anv decision reached at that meeting? 
A. Xo. 

8918 Q. Well, what was done with reference to the sug¬ 
gestion? A. Xo decision at that meeting, but an¬ 
other meeting was called for that evening at eight o’clock 
at the Sunnehanna Country Club. The Executive Commit¬ 
tee were all there and there were some other men there, 
Dr. Stanton was there, Dr. Xicely was there and I think 
there were some other men there that had been there for 
dinner that evening, but who were just invited to sit in. 

I don’t think thev had had anv advance invitation to be 

• * 

there. 

Mr. Jones presented his case and it was approved. 

Q. Presented his case, you mean by that, what ? A. Well, 
his proposition to place advertisements in the metropolitan 
newspapers, about thirty-eight or forty of them throughout 
the country, he would assume the cost and take his chances 
on getting the money in the appeal, from the appeal. It 
would seem to me it was quite popularly favored, because 
we realized it was something that we could not do without 
the help of an agency like Mr. Jones represented, due to 
the fact the Citizens’ Committe had no credit with the news¬ 
papers and he had. 

The ad. could be run without any question, it was virtu¬ 
ally decided, I don’t know whether any minutes were kept 
at that meeting or not, but it was virtually decided to in¬ 
struct Mr. Jones to go ahead. I believe at that meet- 

8919 ing Mr. Waters was named chairman of the Finance 
Committee. 

Q. That is Mr. Robert Waters ? A. Robert Waters. 

Q. Was Mr. Waters a member of the Executive Com¬ 
mittee? A. Xo, he was in by invitation. Just a minute. 
I am not sure whether Mr. Martin appointed him to the 
committee or not. I am inclined to believe that he was 
there by invitation. 

Q. Well, had he attended any previous meeting, do you 
remember, of your Executive Committee? A. Xo. 
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Q. I don’t remember, Mr. Heckman, whether or not I 
asked you whether you stated whether or not Mr. Stanton 
or anybody else had stated at the meeting at the Elks Club 
on Monday, June 14tli, or at any other meeting, what the 
purposes were for which the Citizens’ Committee was or¬ 
ganized. 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 

Mr. Moore: T might complete the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Haven’t you completed it ? 

Mr. Moore: No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead, I am 

8920 sorry. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) If you have not stated any¬ 
thing of the sort, if you have not, in other words, stated 
your understanding of the purposes, will you not state them 
for me? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to as calling for a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, read the question. 

(Thereupon, the reporter repeated the question as above 
set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: Strike it all out, you omitted the “ors", 
strike it out. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) I forgot, Mr. Heckman, whether you 
stated whether or not Mr. Stanton had stated at the meet¬ 
ing on June 14,1937, or whether or anybody else had stated 
at any meeting, what the purposes were for which the Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee was organized. 

If you have not done so, will you not tell me what is your 
understanding of the purposes for which the committee 
was organized? 

Mr. Rose: I object to the form of that question as call¬ 
ing for a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, don’t you have two 
thoughts there? One is as to whether some one made a 
statement; the second is whether this man has an 

8921 idea as to what the purposes are. 

Mr. Moore: I— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The question is confusing to 
me, because of that dual theory running through it, as I 
hear the question. 
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Mr. Moore: Well, I was trying to find out whether any 
statement had been made at any meeting, whether by this 
witness or by any other witness, any other person as to 
what the purposes were, and if he had not said that some 
one had stated what the purposes were, to ask him what 
they were. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, as I say, I still think there 
are really two questions. I suggest you make two questions 
of it. The witness might not understand it, otherwise. 

Mr. Moore: All right, strike it out. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you hear any one state at any 
meeting, public meeting of citizens, what the purposes of 
the Citizens’ Committee were? A. Well, there was only 
one outstanding thought in the minds of the Executive 
Committee of the Citizens’ Committee. 

Mr. Rose: Well, now, Mr. Examiner, I don’t think that 
is responsive, let’s have who said it and what was said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Heckman—read that 
S922 question—Mr. Heckman doesn’t— 

Mr. Moore: The answer is “Yes,” I take it, and 
then he was going ahead and explaining it. 

Mr. Rose: Well now, Mr. Examiner, I don’t know what 
the answer is. 

Mr. Moore: All right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question and answer. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the question and an¬ 
swer as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The question— 

Mr. Moore: Well, just strike that part of the answer 
and let the question stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Won’t you just answer the ques¬ 
tion, Mr. Heckman? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you hear anyone say? 

The Witness: There were two public meetings, one at 
the Elks and one at the High School. What you want to 
know is, did I hear anybody in any of those public meet¬ 
ings make a statement ? 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) As to what the purposes of the 
meeting were. A. As to what the purposes of the meeting 
were ? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: AYas it the purposes of the 
meeting or the committee? 

8923 Mr. Moore: Of the Citizens’ Committee, I should 
have said. 

The Witness: Of the Citizens’ Committee? I will an¬ 
swer that by saying, yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well now, will you tell us who 
stated the purposes and where,—T don’t mean you shall 
have in mind the exact language, but who stated what the 
purposes were of organizing the committee, why the com- 
mitte was brought together, and where it was stated, if you 
remember? A. T believe that Dr. Stanton made that state¬ 
ment in his talk at the Elks on Monday night. 

Q. Do you remember the substance of what he said? A. 
No, I do not, I do not. And, the statement was again made, 
I would say, by Mr. Martin, Mr. Andrews, Dr. Nicely and 
Mr. Geis at the public meeting. 

Q. And can you tell us the substance of what the pur¬ 
poses were as stated by any of those men? A. To try and 
help to maintain law and order and to protect the rights 
of the men who wanted to work. 

Q. Now then, Mr. Heckman, I propose to ask you a series 
of questions that are somewhat long and involved. Per¬ 
haps I should strike out the “somewhat” and say they are 
long and involved. If you do not thoroughly understand 
them as I read them,—and I will try to read them 

8924 slowly—please say so and I will have them read 
back to you, or I will read them back. I want to be 

sure you understand each question before you answer. 

The first one is, did anyone purporting to be a represen¬ 
tative of, or to be acting for, or to be authorized to act 
for either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel 
Corporation, at any time before or during the strike among 
the employees of Bethlehem Steel Company at its Cambria 
Plant in June, 1937, directly or indirectly suggest to you 
or order or direct that you, or, in so far as you know, that 
the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, or any member, officer, 
or representative or committee thereof, do or refrain from 
doing anything in connection with the formation of the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to upon the ground we have 
already stated, and to save time, may we have the objection 
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to this line of questions as we did with previous witnesses? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, it is understood Board's 
counsel have objection to this question and the subsequent 
questions which I assume, Mr. Moore, will be substantially 
the same. 

Mr. Moore: Substantially the same. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And Mr. Heckman, you are re¬ 
quested to answer each question unless you hear me 

8925 say, “Sustained," in which event you will simply 
refrain from answering:. 

Mr. Moore: Now, Mr. Reporter, will you read back the 
question so that we may have it without interruption? 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the pending* question 
as above set forth.) 

The Witness: That is a pretty long question. 1 wouldn't 
say so. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, what do you say* 

The Witness: Xo. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Or, in connection with any of the 
activities of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, or of its 
Executive Committee, or of any other committee of the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the holding of any meetings* 
A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the issuance of any public state¬ 
ment or statements:* A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the insertion of any advertise¬ 
ment or advertisements in any newspaper or news- 

8926 papers? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the publication of any 
booklet or booklets, or any pamphlet or pamphlets.’ A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the making of any speeches or 
statements over the radio or othewise * A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the solicitation or expenditure 
of funds '? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the sending of any communica¬ 
tions to or the holding of any conferences with officials of, 
or other persons purporting to represent the United States 
of America? A. Xo. 

Q. Or the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania? A. Xo. 

Q. Or Cambria County? A. Xo. 
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Q. Or the City of Johnstown? A. No. 

Q. Or Franklin Boro? A. No. 

Q. Or the so-called Steel Workers’ Committee? A. No. 

Q. Or anything whatsoever? A. No. 

S927 Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. The answer 
is stricken. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) I will ask you the second series of 
questions. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, Mr. Broun has pointed out 
to me that my last question is rather incomplete. 1 am 
not sure of it being the same thing as what I should have 
said, and will say, if you will permit me— 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Or in connection with anything 
whatsoever? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What did you say? 

Mr. Reporter — 

Mr. Moore: He tells me that T said, “Or anything what¬ 
soever.’ 9 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the question referred 
to as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why not put another question, 
strike or withdraw the previous question. 

Mr. Moore: All right, just do that. 

Q. (Bv Mr. Moore) And then, the last question will be, 
or in connection with anything whatsoever. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Sustained. 

The Witness: No. 

8928 Mr. Moore: Then, strike the answer, please. I 
think I previously said I withdraw the imperfect 
statement. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) I will ask you, Mr. Heckman, the 
second series of questions. 

Mr. Moore: That is the statement I am withdrawing. I 
will begin again. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Heckman, I will now ask you 
the second series of questions. Did anyone whom you know 
or believe to have been a representative, of or acting for, 
or authorize! to act for, either Bethlehem Steel Company 
or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, at any time before or dur¬ 
ing the strike among the employees of Bethlehem Steel 
Company at its Cambria Plant, in June, 1937, directly or 
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indirectly suggest to you, or order or direct that you, or 
in so far as you know, that the Johnstown Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee, or any member, officer, representative or committee 
thereof, do or refrain from doing anything in connection 
with the formation of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? 
A. No. 

Mr. Rose: Well, Mr. Examiner, as I understand it, Mr. 
Moore has referred to this as the second series of ques¬ 
tions, and of course our objections and the same procedure 
will follow concerning the second series ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Surely. 

8929 Mr. Moore: May we not. Mr. Examiner, have it 
understood once and for all time; the objections only 

means I have got to go back and read the question the 
second time, it just loses time. I don't understand the pur¬ 
pose of them. I understood you to say definitely that to all 
questions T propose to ask and concerning which you asked 
me if they were substantially the same as those T previously 
asked, and I said they were, and I think we will save time 
if we can have it understood, as I understand it is under¬ 
stood,— 

Mr. Bose: Well, that is what we are attempting to 
do, Mr. Examiner. I submit T have a right to ask whether 
that still applies. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, go ahead. Bead it again. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Bid anyone whom you know or be¬ 
lieve to have been a representative of, or acting for, or 
authorized to act for, either Bethlehem Steel Company or 
Bethlehem Steel Corporation, at any time before or during 
the strike among the employees of Bethlehem Steed Com¬ 
pany 1 at its Cambria Plant in June, 1937, directly or in¬ 
directly suggest to you, or order or direct that you, or in 
so far as you know, that the Johnstown Citizens' Commit¬ 
tee, or any member, officer, representative or committee 
thereof, do or refrain from doing anything in connection 
with the activities of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee, 
or of its Executive Committee, or of any other corn- 

8930 mittee of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee? A. 
No. 

Or, in connection with the holding of any meeting? 

No. 


A. 
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Q. Or, in connection with the issuance of any public 
statement or statements ! A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with tin* insertion of any advertise¬ 
ment or advertisements in any newspaper or newspapers? 
A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with the publication of any booklet or 
booklets? A. No. 

Q. Or anv pamphlet or pamphlets? A. No. 

Q. No? A. No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He said no. 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Or, in connection with the making 
of anv speeches or statements over the radio, or otherwise ? 
A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with the solicitation or expen- 

8931 diture of funds? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the sending of any com¬ 
munications to or the holding of any conferences with, 
officials of, or other persons purporting to represent the 
United States of America ? A. Xo. 

Q. Or the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania? A. Xo. 

Q. Or Cambria County? A. Xo. 

Q. Or the City of Johnstown ? A. No. 

Q. Or Franklin Boro? A. Xo. 

Q. Or the so-called Steel Workers’ Committee? A. No. 

Q. Or, in connection with anything whatsoever? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) In taking any action, or in doing 
anything, or refraining from taking any action or doing 
anything, did you, as a member of the Citizens’ Commit¬ 
tee—Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, or of its Executive 
Committee, or of any other committee of the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee, ever act for the purpose of 

8932 aiding, helping or benefiting Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, as distin¬ 
guished from any other interest or other property owner, 
whether located in Johnstown or elsewhere? A. No. 

Q. In taking any action or doing anything, or in re¬ 
fraining from taking any action or doing anything, did you 
as a member of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, or of 
its Executive Committee, or of any other committee of the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, ever endeavor to act for 
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the purpose of aiding, helping, or benefiting Bethlehem 
Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation as dis¬ 
tinguished from any other interest or other property owner, 
whether located in Johnstown or elsewhere? 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Sustained. 

The Witness: Xo. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that previous question. 

(Thereupon the reporter read the question preceding the 
last question as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The ruling is reversed, the ob¬ 
jection to the question is sustained, and the answer is 
stricken. 

Mr. Moore: And, I think, Mr. Examiner, there was an 
answer in the next question that I asked and that I take it 
should be stricken. 

8933 Trial Examiner Bloom: I didn't hear the answer 
to the next question, did you get an answer to it, 

Mr. Reporter? 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the answer to the last 
question as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is stricken. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) In so far as you know, did the 
Johnstown Citizens' Committee, or its Executive Commit¬ 
tee, or any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ 
Committee, or any member or representative of any of such 
committees, ever take any action or do anything, or refrain 
from taking any action or doing anything, for the purpose 
of aiding, helping, or benefiting Bethlehem Steel Company 
or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, as distinguished from any 
other interest or other property owner, whether located in 
Johnstown or elsewhere? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

The Witness: Will I answer? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I sustained the objection. 

8934 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did any member or repre¬ 
sentative of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or 

of its Executive Committee or of any other committee of 
the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee at any meeting of any 
of such committees which you attended or elsewhere, in 
so far as you know, ever say in words or substance that 
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the taking of any action or doing of anything or the re¬ 
fraining from taking any action or doing anything by any 
of such committees or by any member or representative 
thereof was for the purpose of aiding, helping or benefiting 
Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation 
as distinguished from any other interest or other property 
owner, whether located in Johnstown or elsewhere? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You may answer. 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Was anything said at any meeting 

of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of its Executive 

Committee or of any other committee of the Johnstown 

Citizens’ Committee which you attended to the effect that 

%■ 

anything was to be done or attempted by the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee or bv its Executive Committee or by 
any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Commit¬ 
tee in the interest of Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Corporation as distinguished from any 

8935 other interest or other property owner, whether lo¬ 
cated in Johnstown or elsewhere? A. No. 

Q. Now, you testified in substance, I believe, at least, 
that Mr. Evans and Mr. Ellieott came to the room at the 
Port Stanwix Hotel on the afternoon of Sunday, June 13th, 
where you and several others were holding a meeting; do 
you recall anything that they said or did or their attend¬ 
ance at that meeting as to transaction of business? A. No, 
no business was transacted at that meeting. 

Q. Did Mr. Ellieott take any part in the transaction of 
any business that was transacted at that meeting? A. No 
business transacted. 

Q. Well, did they take part in the discussion at the meet¬ 
ing at all? A. No. 

Q. Did Mr. C. B. Ellieott, in so far as you know, take any 
part in the transaction of any business that was transacted 
at any time by the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or by its 
Executive Committee or by any other committee of the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? A. He did not. 

Q. Did you ever hear from any member or representa¬ 
tive of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of its Exec¬ 
utive Committee or of any other committee of the 

8936 Johnstown Citizens’ Committee that Mr. C. R. Elli- 
cott ever took any part in the transaction of any busi- 
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ness that was transacted at anv time bv anv of such com- 

* * • 

mittces? A. I don't think the committee had any contact 
with Mr. Ellieott at all, none to my knowledge. 

Q. Does that apply also to the Citizens’ Committee it¬ 
self? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, now, may I repent the question, please, Mr. 
Heckman, because of the first part of it, I am not sure that 
you understand it. 

Did you ever hear from any member or representative 
of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or of its Executive 
Committee or of any other committee of the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee that Mr. C. R. Ellieott ever took any 
part in the transaction of any business that was transacted 
at any time by any of such committees? A. No, I never 
heard his name mentioned in connection with any meetings. 

Mr. Moore: Will you give me the last statement by Mr. 
Heckman ? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Have you ever heard his name 
mentioned in connection with the transaction of any 
8937 business that was transacted by that committee or 
any of those committees? A. No. 

Q. You testified, I believe, that Mr. Sidney Evans was 
present at the Monday evening meeting at the Elks Club. 

Mr. Rose: I don't believe he so testified, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He testified that he wasn’t there, 
as I recall. 

The Witness: I testified that he was there, but did 
not speak. 

Mr. Moore: That is my memory, that he did not remem¬ 
ber that he spoke, but testified that he was there. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, did Mr. Evans, in so far as 
you know, take any part in the transaction of any business 
that was transacted at that meeting? A. The meeting at 
the Elks? 

Q. Yes. A. No. 

Q. Did Mr. Sidney D. Evans take any part, in so far as 
you know, in the transaction of any business that was trans¬ 
acted at any time by the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee 
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or bv its Executive Committee or hv anv other committee 
of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? A. He at- 

8938 tended one meeting of the Citizens’ Committee, 
Citizens’ Executive Committee, by invitation. The 

committee was anxious to secure information as to the 
status of the strike, the number of men who were out and 
the number who were working, what percentage of opera¬ 
tion was going on. He was invited to that meeting. 

He was asked that question and answered it, and he took 
no part in the meeting. 

Q. Well, then, in saying that, do you mean that lie did 
not take any part in the transaction of any business that 
was transacted at that meeting? A. None whatever. 

Q. Now, then, let me broaden the question a little bit: 
Did Mr. Sidney D. Evans take any part in so far as you 
know in the transaction of any business that was transacted 
at any time bv the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or bv 
its Executive Committee or any other committee of the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? A. He did not. 

Q. Did you ever hear from any member or representa¬ 
tive of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of its Exec¬ 
utive Committee or of any other committee of the Johns¬ 
town Citizens’ Committee that Mr. Sidney D. Evans ever 
took any part in the transaction of any business that was 
transacted at any time by any of such committees? 

8939 A. I did not. 

Q. Did any person purporting to be a representa¬ 
tive of, or to be acting for, or to be authorized to act for, 
either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Cor¬ 
poration, take any part in so far as you know in the tran¬ 
saction of any business that was transacted at any time 
by the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or by its Executive 
Committee or by any other committee of the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee? A. No. 

Q. Did any person who you know was, or believe to have 
been, a representative of or acting for, or authorized to 
act for, either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation, take any part in so far as you know 
in the transaction of any business that was transacted at 
any time by the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or by its 
Executive Committee or by any other committee of the 
Johnstown Citizens’Committee? A. No. 
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Q. Did you ever hear from any member or representa¬ 
tive of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of its Execu¬ 
tive Committee or of any other committee of the Johns¬ 
town Citizens’ Committee that any person purport- 

8940 ing to be a representative of, or to be acting for, or 
to be authorized to act for, either Bethlehem Steel 

Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, ever took any 

part in the transaction of any business that was transacted 

at anv time bv anv of such committees? A. Xo. 

* * » 

Q. Did you ever hear from any member or representa¬ 
tive of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of its’ Exec¬ 
utive Committee or of any other committee of the Johns¬ 
town Citizens’ Committee that any person who you know 
was or believe to have been a representative of or acting 
for or authorized to act for either Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany or Bethlehem Steel Corporation ever took any part in 
the transaction of any business that was transacted at any 
time by any of such committees? 

Will you read the question back, please, Mr. Reporter? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: The Citizens’ Committee had no contacts 
with anvbodv connected with Bethlehem. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, that doesn’t quite answer 
the question, Mr. Heckman, because I used the words “Did 
vou ever hear?” A. All right, then I will sav no. 

8941 i Q. Did you ever hear from any member or repre¬ 

sentative of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of 
its Executive Committee or of any other committee of the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee that any person who such 
member or representative stated he knew or believed was 
a representative of, or acting for, or authorized to act for, 
either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Cor¬ 
poration, ever took any part in the transaction of any busi¬ 
ness that was transacted at anv time bv any of such com- 
mittees? A. Xo. 

Q. Did any member or representative of the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee or of its Executive Committee or of 
any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee 
ever tell you that there ever was any connection between 
any of such committees and either Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany or Bethlehem Steel Corporation? A. Xo. 
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Q. Did any one who purported to be a representative of 
or to be acting for or to be authorized to act for, either 
Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corpora¬ 
tion, ever tell vou that there ever was anv connection be- 
tween the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or ils Execu¬ 
tive Committee or any other committee of the Johns- 

8942 town Citizens’ Committee and either such company 
or such corporation? A. Xo. 

Q. Did any one who you know was or believe to have 
been a representative of, or acting* for or authorized to 
act for, either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation, ever tell you that there ever was any 
connection between the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or 
of its Executive Committee or any other committee of the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee and either such company 
or such corporation? A. Xo. 

Q. The Examiner has asked me if I would ask you the 
question what you mean by a member of the Citizens’ 
Committee, in other words, that you define the term “mem¬ 
ber” as you use it, member of the Johnstown Citizens’ 
Committee. A. Well, I would say that any one who at¬ 
tended that Monday night meeting at the Elks was a mem¬ 
ber of the Citizens’ Committee. 

Q. Well, is that the limit of the membership, would you 
say? A. Yes, sir, there were no membership solicita¬ 
tions. 

8943 Trial Examiner Bloom: What was that, I didn’t 
get that ? 

The Witness: There were no membership solicitations. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, how did one become a member 
of the Citizens’ Committee, if one did become a member 
of it? A. Why, he automatically became a member by at¬ 
tending that meeting because it was organized into a Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee from which the Executive Committee was 
appointed. 

Q. Well, you have advised us that there was a meeting 
at the Sunnehanna Country Club on the afternoon of June, 
Sunday, June 20th. A. Yes. 

Q. Would you regard the persons who were there as 
members of the Citizens’ Committee? A. T did not advise 
vou that there was a meeting there, vou asked me if I at- 
tended the meeting there and I said not. 
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Q. Well, I may have misunderstood you. A. 1 don't 
know who was there. 

Q. I may have misunderstood, I thought you said that 
there was a meeting there and that you did not attend it. 
A. That's right. 

Q. Well, now, do you know who was there? A. Xo, sir, 
I do not. 

Q. Well, now, take the meeting on the 21st of 

8944 June in the evening at the Sunnehanna Country 
(4ub; would you regard the persons there as mem¬ 
bers of the committee? A. Xot necessarily, no. 

Q. 1 Was there any one there who was not in your mind 
a member of the committee? A. Yes, sir. May I go back 
to the meeting at the Elks? 

Q. Yes, please. A. Either cards or a list was passed 
around to that meeting and every one was asked to sign 
their name, either on cards or on the list of paper, I am 
not sure which, and those who signed I would assume would 
constitute the Citizens’ Committee. 

Xow, at the meeting at the Country Club, there were a 
few 'men there that were not at the meeting at the Elks, 
they 1 were simply asked to sit in by invitation because they 
were there. 

Q. Well, now, will you tell me, Mr. Heckman, whether 
any of the following named persons were present at the 
meeting at the Elks (dub on Monday evening, June 14th: 

Eugene G. Grace 
Frederick A. Shick 
Robert E. McMath 
George H. Blakeley 
C. Austin Buck 

(diaries R. Holton 

8945 Charles M. Schwab 
Janies H. Ward 

Quincy Bent 
Archibald Johnston 
Joseph M. Larkin 
Paul Mackall 
Xorborne Berkeley 
Charles 1). Marshall 
William J. Brown 
James P. Bender 
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Charles R. Miller 
Edward B. Hill 
William II. Johnstone 
Warren M. Driver 
Sigmund L. Holverstott 
Richard H. Sehlottman 
Frederick X. Finger 
Robert Young 
Fred H. Overdorf 
William L. Achenbach 
Donald T. Aikenhead 
Jesse V. Honeycutt 
John M. Ellis 
Charles M. Denise 

William II. Stewart 

8946 Paul W. Cotton 
Edward F. Gohl 

Robert S. A. Dougherty 
Roy A. Lewis 
Charles R. Ellicott 
Harry A. Whitaker 
Edward F. Entwisle 
Jacob H. Edmonds 
Stewart J. Cort 
Frank A. Robbins, Jr. 
Edwin J. Pauius 
T. Scott Clingan 
Thomas R. Johns 
Mvrle L. Jacobs 
Arthur F. Peterson 
Edward J'. Quackenbush 
Augustino T. De Serrano 
John M. Gross 
Harry C. Crawford 
Ralph E. Hough 
Sidney D. Evans 
Ewart L. Roberts 
John C. Davies 
Francis A. Dunn 

Homer M. Crossett 

8947 Ralph Kent 
Gordon R. Baer 
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Frank E. Howells 
Harry R. Coulson 
Harry A. Mar ley 
Harry H. Phillips 
Thomas F. Gallagher 
Clifford T. Ward 
William H. Bennett 
Thomas C. Kern 
Patrick J. Scott 
Daniel W. O'Leary 
Scott D. Baumer 
(diaries J. Eppley 
Edwin W. Trexler 
George W. Rodgers 
Harrv F. Raab 
Jerry F. Wilbur 
Harold C. Cox 
Harry E. Trout 
Charles M. Schwartz 
Robert Earl Penrod 
Elliott II. Iloilenback 
William C. Frank 

Clayton T. Harrison 

8948 Bernard A. Blume 
Irwin W. Penrod 

Edward 0. Murray 
Walter M. Thomas 
Henry P. Veil 
Frank E. Thompson 
Wilbur B. Hoddinott 

8949 Trial Examiner Bloom: Take all the time you 
want, Mr. Heckman. 

The Witness: This first sheet, thev are all out of town 
people, I don’t know any of them, on the second sheet I 
know them all except one or two men, the only man that I 
recall of having attended that meeting at the Elks was 
Sidney Evans, the second name on the list. I don't think 
that there was anyone else there because I know them all, 
but one or two. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, do you now regard Mr. Evans 
as a member of the Citizens’ Committee t 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 4623 


Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, as calling 
for a conclusion, he told us what he understood by a mem¬ 
ber. 

Mr. Moore: It is a question of whether it comes within 
his definition, he has given the definition, he ought to be 
the one who is permitted to apply it. 

Mr. Rose: The definition is in the record, I don't think 
it is necessary for this man to define it. In that case it is 
simply a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did Mr. Evans sign his name among 
the list ? A. I don’t know. 

Q. I refer to the list that you stated was signed 

8950 at the club. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The list of names that 
was signed? 

The Witness: Yes, I know. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, now, Mr. Heckman, in so far 
as you know did any of the persons whose names I have 
read in asking the preceding question at any time suggest 
to you or order or direct that the Johnstown Citizens’ 
Committee or its Executive Committee or any other com¬ 
mittee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, as such Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee or such Executive Committee or as any 
such other committee, do or refrain from doing anvthing? 
A. No. 

Q. In so far as you know did any of the persons whose 
names I read in answer to the preceding question at any 
time suggest to you or order or direct that any member or 
officer or representative of the Johnstown Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee or of its Executive Committee or of any other com¬ 
mittee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee as such mem¬ 
ber or officer or representative do or refrain from doing 
anything? A. No. May I ask a question? 

8951 Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

The Witness: I wish you would interpret that 4 ‘do 
or refrain from doing”. Will somebody interpret that for 
me? 

Mr. Moore: Well, if I may, I mean by that, did you do 
anything? Now, to make an explanation, you can say “Yes, 
I went down town.” I ask you if you refrained from doing 
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anything that anybody asked you to do or suggested that 
you do. 

For instance, I suggest that you go down town and you 
say “Xo, I won't go down town.” You refrain from going 
down town. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will von answer— 

The Witness: That is all right, my answer stands. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Possiblv I can make it a little 
clearer to the witness, Mr. Moore. 

The Witness: That’s all right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I thought if you would look at 
the words suggest or order or direct. 

Mr. Moore: Well, as I understood, I was directing his 
attention to the words “do or refrain from doing”. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But if you go back to whether 
any of these people ordered or suggested— 

Mr. Moore: Well, does that make any difference in your 
answer, Mr. Heckman? 

8932 The Witness: Xo. 

Mr. Moore: That is all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do vou have anv cross-exam- 

• » 

ination ? 

Mi*. Rose: I think I will have just a few questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I suppose we will have to ad¬ 
journ, then, it is twenty-five after twelve. 

Will you be back at two o’clock? 

The Witness: Yes. 

i 

Ml*. Moore: Well, how long would it take? 

Mr. Rose: I don’t know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We are so close to the line. 

Mr. Moore: I don’t know, 1 thought if we could stay 
over ten minutes, if that was enough, we could accommo¬ 
date the witness. It doesn’t make any difference to me if 
it is convenient to Mr. Heckman to come back. 

The Witness: I can go across the way and come back. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, we will adjourn until 
two o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 12:25 o’clock p. m., the hearing was ad¬ 
journed until two o’clock p. m.) 
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8956 After Recess 

(Whereupon, the hearing was resumed, pursuant to ad¬ 
journment, at two o’clock p. in.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come to 
order. 

Samuel H. Heckman resumed the stand as a witness by 
and on behalf of the Respondents, and having been previ¬ 
ously sworn, testified further as follows: 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Rose? 

Cross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) I show you Board’s Exhibit 47-A in 
evidence, which is an advertisement, and ask you whether 
you ever saw a copy of that advertisement before? A. You 
mean a proof copy, or this copy ? 

Q. That copy. A. Yes. 

Q. About when— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment, read that an¬ 
swer back, read the question and the answer. 

(The reporter repeated the question and answer as above 
set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you get that, Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: Yes, it doesn't seem to me that is quite 
clear. 

8957 Trial Examiner Bloom: Straighten it out. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, did you mean—you said 
you saw this copy—do you mean a copy of this advertise¬ 
ment as it appeared in the newspapers? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you recall when you saw the copy of the adver¬ 
tisement as it appeared in the newspapers? A. I believe 
it was in the first issue of this paper, June 16th, that is 
Wednesday, that is the first I recall having seen this ad. 

Q. Now, prior to June 16th, 1937, that is the date you 
referred to, is that correct? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, prior to June 16, 1937, did you ever see a draft 
of that advertisement, Board’s Exhibit 47-A in evidence? 
A. I did not. 

Q. Prior to June 16, 1937— 

Mr. Moore: Well, now, just, may I break in, Mr. Rose, 
please? 
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Mr. Rose: Yes, certainly. 

Mr. Moore: There is an implication there, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, that he saw a draft of it on June 16th or some later 
day. The question was: “Did you ever see a draft of it 
prior to June 16,19—” your question was, “Did you 
8958 ever see a draft of it prior to June 16, 19—” 

Mr. Rose: Well, I will clear that up. 

Mr. Moore: Will you do it, please? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you at any time ever see a draft 
of an advertisement, Board’s Exhibit 47-A in evidence? A. 
Before this date? 

(Witness refers to date on newspaper, Board’s Exhibit 
47-A.) 

Q. At any time? A. No. 

Q. Did you at any time see the copy for that advertise¬ 
ment, I mean the advertising copy? 1 am not an adver¬ 
tising man, so that I don’t know whether I am referring to 
it properly, but what I mean is, the copy or paper, if it is 
called a proof, that is used before the advertisement is 
actually published in the newspaper? A. That is what 
raised my question, Mr. Rose, a proof copy. 

8959. Q. Beg pardon? A. That is what raised my ques¬ 
tion a few minutes ago when you asked about a copy, 
I said, “A proof copy”, because all advertisements have 
proof copy. 

Q. Well now, had you ever seen— A. No. 

Q. —a proof copy of that advertisement? A. No, sir, 1 
had not. 

Q. Prior to June 16th, 1937, did anyone tell you that an 
advertisement was going to be published by the Citizens’ 
Committee? A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you know who prepared or drew that advertise¬ 
ment? A. I understand that Mr. Campbell and Mr. Corbin 
collaborated on it. 

Q. Who is Mr. Corbin? A. Mr. Corbin is niv assistant. 

Q. Do you know about when they collaborated on it ? A. 
No, I do not, I assume it was the afternoon, Tuesday after¬ 
noon previously. 

Q. Do you have charge of the advertising for your com¬ 
pany? A. No, Mr. Corbin has charge of it. 
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Q. Beg your pardon? A. Mr. Corbin has charge of the 
advertising. 

8960 Q. Do you examine any of the copy? A. No, sir. 
Q. I show you Board's Exhibit 48-A in evidence 

and ask you if you have ever seen a copy of— 

Mr. Shawe: Excuse me a minute. 

Mr. Rose: Excuse me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

('Whereupon a short recess was taken, after which the 
following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, Mr. Rose. 

Mr. Rose: Will you read the last question? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) When was the first time you saw that 
advertisement or a copy of it ? A. As near as I could recall 
it was when the paper was published, when the paper came 
out. 

Q. Do you know who prepared the advertisement, Board’s 
Exhibit 48-A in evidence? A. This is 48-A? (Pointing). 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

The Witness: No, I could not answer that. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you see the proof copy of 

8961 Board’s Exhibit 48-A in evidence prior to its pub¬ 
lication? A. I did not. 

Q. Did you see any draft of Board’s Exhibit 48-A in 
evidence prior to the time it appeared in the newspaper? 
A. No. 

Q. Prior to June 17th, 1937 did anyone tell you that an 
advertisement was going to be placed in the newspaper by 
the Citizens’ Committee? A. Yes, as I recall that was 
discussed at the meeting on Wednesday morning. 

Q. The meeting of what ? A. The meeting of the Execu¬ 
tive Committee, of the Citizens’ Committee, the second ad 
was to follow the first one. 

Q. Prior to that time was there any discussion concern¬ 
ing the publication of an advertisement in the newspaper 
by the Citizens’ Committee? A. Not in my presence. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: What (lid you understand when 
he said “prior to that time”, Mr. Heckman? 

The 1 Witness: Well, I presume he meant prior to this 
48-A. 

8962 Trial Examiner Bloom: That is what I was afraid 
of. What did you mean? 

Mr. Rose: I mean prior to the discussion of the meeting 
of the Executive Committee. 

Thq Witness: No, there was no discussion at which I 
was present, at which the ad. was discussed. The Publicity 
Committee originated the first ad. 

Mr. Moore: What was that answer, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did anybody tell you that, Mr. Heck¬ 
man? A. No. 

Q. How do you know that the Publicity Committee orig¬ 
inated the first advertisement? A. Well, that was brought 
out in the Wednesday morning meeting, it was brought out 
when we authorized the second ad. 

Q. Who said that, do you recall, at the Wednesday morn¬ 
ing meeting? A. 1 couldn't recall. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, may 1 ask counsel to clear 
up what they mean by the first ad, just so that the record 
will show what you mean. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) By the first ad, were you referring to 
Board’s Exhibit 47-A in evidence, the advertisement 

8963 published June 16, 1937, is that correct? A. That is 
what I mean by the first ad. 

Q. ; That is what you meant by the first ad.? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You referred to a Publicity Committee, what commit¬ 
tee did you have in mind when you said that? A. That was 
the Publicity Committee that was appointed at the Elks 
meeting on Monday night. 

Q.! Do you recall the names of the people who were ap¬ 
pointed to that Publicity Committee? A. Dr. Nicely was 
on that committee, Rabbi Granowitz, right now I can’t think 
of the others, I believe it was a committee of five. 

Mr. Rose: No further questions. 

Mr. Moore: No further questions? 

Mr. Rose: No further questions. 
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Mr. Moore: Well, I have just one or two questions to 
clear up one point. 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Referring to the so-called first ad, 
Mr. Heckman, that is 47-A, you stated in response to a 
question by Mr. Rose that you believed that it was pre¬ 
pared by Mr. Campbell in collaboration with Mr. Corbin. 
Now, I am not sure whether your recent statement that that 
was prepared or something done about it originated, 

8964 I think vou said, originated by the Publicity Com- 
mittee is contrary to your earlier statement; won’t 

you explain to me just exactly what you mean? A. Well, 
there wasn’t anybody on the Publicity Committee that had 
the ability to write an ad. We had to call someone in to 
do it. I presume that Mr. Campbell was meeting with the 
Publicity Committee. You take an ad. of this type and 
somebody familiar with advertising, it is almost necessary 
to have some one familiar with advertising to set the ad. up. 
It has to go to the printer with the type and spacing and 
so forth, defined, so I presume that is why they called on 
Mr. Corbin. 

Q. Well, do you know as a matter of fact—I wasn’t sure 
—whether the ad. originated with the Publicity Committee? 
A. That is my impression, it was not discussed at the meet¬ 
ing of the Executive Committee. 

Q. That is, you mean the meeting of the Executive Com¬ 
mittee on Wednesday, June 16th? A. Yes, sir, it could not 
have been because the ad. was out before then. 

Mr. Moore: That’s all. 

Mr. Rose: No questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Heckman, I have just one 
question. 

8965 Examination by the Chair 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) In response to those 
rather long questions that Mr. Moore asked you, several 
times this phrase appeared, “transaction of business”. I 
omitted to request Mr. Moore at that time to have you 
define w’hat you mean by transaction of business; will you 
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please give us your definition so that the record may be 
complete on that? A. Was that in the question? 

Q. Tt was in several of the questions. A. Where he re¬ 
ferred— 

Q. Well, now, Mr. Moore, could you help me out on that, 
you probably have the questions. A. Where he referred 
to— 

Trial Examiner Bloom : I think he referred to Mr. Evans. 

The Witness: To refraining from doing— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s correct. I think that 
appeared in there. Mr. Moore, I think you can probably 
help us out there, you have the question. 

Mr. Moore: Well, perhaps one of the simplest questions 
was, that is the question was this: 

“Did you ever hear from any member or representative 
of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of its Executive 
Committee or of any other committee that Mr. C. R. 
8966 Ellicott took any part in the transaction of any busi¬ 
ness that was transacted at any time by any of such 
committees”? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think a similar question was 
asked with reference to Mr. Evans, and then also with ref¬ 
erence to that list of names, am I correct, Mr. Moore, the 
rather long list ? 

Mr. Moore: Xo, I don’t think the question was with ref¬ 
erence— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I thought that was one of your 
last questions. 

Mr. Moore: Xo, the last question in the list was with 
reference to whether, as far as he knew, any person di¬ 
rected that he or anybody else— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, at any rate, when I asked 
the question of Mr. Heckman, I was thinking in terms of 
the Ellicott and Evans questions. 

The Witness: My interpretation of that transaction was 
simply, would simply be this, whether anybody in connec¬ 
tion with the Executive Committee of the Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee had conferred or agreed with any one connected with 
the Bethlehem whether certain things should or should not 
be done, that would be my definition of that. 
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Mr. Moore: Well, now, I am not sure, Mr. Examiner, 
that that is quite responsive, I wonder if we could 

8967 have the reporter read that. 

(Thereupon the reporter read the answer as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Moore: Well, it doesn’t seem to me, Mr. Examiner, 
if you will pardon me, that that is quite responsive, be¬ 
cause I didn’t understand that you were asking a question 
with reference to any particular part of your— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, I am not— 

Mr. Moore: Simply what do you mean by the term— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Phrase. 

Mr. Moore: The term or phrase, “the transaction of 
business.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom.- That is correct. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Just assume that there 
were no particular questions at all, Mr. Heckman, that 
someone just came to you and asked you to define the 
words “transaction of business.” What does that mean 
to you? That is, if you were across the street in the Penn 
Traffic Store and someone came in and asked you. A. 
Transaction of business, it is a pretty wide question, Mr. 
Examiner. That business could be transacted through a 
conference or through a change of material of some kind, 
merchandise, for money, merchandise on credit, or, you 
can sit down and have a conference with a man and trans¬ 
act a lot of business where nothing would change 

8968 hands, except conversation, common agreement, com¬ 
mon understanding, would be interpreted, as I un¬ 
derstand it, as transaction of business. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: Are you through? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: Well, 1 would like to pursue that a little. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I wish you would. 

Mr. Moore: If I may, by some little illustrations. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Supposing I go into your store to¬ 
morrow and discuss with you any political problem, the 
weather, any other general subject, and then come out. 
Have I transacted any business with you, or have you trans- 
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acted any business with me? A. Not on the political sub¬ 
ject, no. 

Q. tYell, you want to limit it to the political subject? 
A. No. 

8969 Q. Well, now, what must I do with you in order 
that you will say to anybody else that you have 

transacted business with me that day? A. You can walk 
into my office, Mr. Moore, and say to me, “Mr. Heckman, 
my family or a member of my family is going to purchase 
merchandise here, 1 would like to establish credit.” That 
would be the transaction of business. 

Q. Would that? A. Or, you could say, “Mr. Heckman, 
you go on down into the store with me, I want to buy a suit 
of clothes,” I would go down with you, I wouldn’t sell you 
the suit, you would buy the suit of clothes, and pay for it, 
or have it charged to your account. That is the transac¬ 
tion of business. You would come into my office and say 
to me, “What do you think about such and such a party 
being elected to office ?' ’ That is gossip. 

Q. Well, let's take your first illustration. I come in and 
ask for the establishment of credit and you don’t tell me 
whether you will or not establish credit, I would simply 
make a request of you. Have we transacted any business? 
A. Yes, we have, because you assume that I am going to 
answer that question and I would answer it one way or 
the other. 

8970 Q. Well, the point is, have we transacted business 
before you have answered it? A. Sure we have, you 

have opened the, you have opened the question up, you have 
invited the answer. 

Mr. Moore: If I may just put one further illustration to 
the witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I wish you would, because I 
think it is important to get clear just what these men meant 
when they were answering these questions. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Then, suppose you get together a 
meeting of the Board of Directors of your company, and 
you discuss various problems, and then adjourn. Has the 
Board transacted business? A. Yes, sir, because there is 
a record made of that transaction, of those discussions and 
transactions, minutes. 
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Q. "Well then, in your very answer, you have begged a 
question, haven’t you? The secretary may make a record 
of what the discussion was? A. Well, why would we meet 
if we wouldn't want to transact business? 

Q. Well, the question wasn’t for the purpose of your 
meeting*, it is a question, did you transact business at the 
meeting? A. Yes, sir. We wouldn't have a meeting if we 
didn't. 

8971 Mr. Moore: That is all, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Have vou anvthing fur- 

ther ? 


Mr. Rose: No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all, thank you, you are 
excused. 

The Witness: Thank you. 


(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, might I suggest, if 
you have these questions of future witnesses, that you ask 
them what they mean by that word “member", with ref¬ 
erence to the committee, and also you might find out what 
they mean by the phrase. We might not have a unanimity 
of opinion. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Waters, will you take the stand, please? 

8972 Robert S. Waters, a witness called by and on be¬ 
half of the Respondents, being first duly sworn, was 
examined and testified as follows: 


Direct Examination 


Q. (By Mr. Moore) Would you give your name to the 
reporter, please? A. Robert S. Waters. 

Q. Where do you reside, Mr. Waters, please ? A. South- 
mont Boro, Cambria County. 

Q. What is your occupation ? A. Manufacturer. 

Q. What line? A. Cast iron boilers and radiators. 

Q. Where is your business, where is your manufacturing 
business located? A. We have two plants here in Johns¬ 
town, plants in New Castle, Chicago, Framingham, Mass., 
Trenton, N. J., Dunkirk, New York, general offices in Johns¬ 
town. 

Q. You said New Castle, that is what state? A. New 
Castle, Pennsylvania. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Did he give the name of the 
concern? He said “we," I don't recall whether previously 
to that he gave the— 

Mr. Moore: He did not, but I will ask him. 

8973 Q. (By Mr. Moore) What is the name of the com¬ 
pany with which you are connected? A. National 

Radiator Corporation. 

Q. And you are what official of that? A. President. 

Q. President of the National Radiator Corporation? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you, Mr. Moore. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Were you in Johnstown in June, 
1937, beginning with June 11th? A. 1 was in and out of 
the ditv on frequent occasions. Well, from May on through 
to August. In June, the date that you have asked, I was 
here, I think on the 14th, the i 1th and 14th. 

8974 Q. Do you remember when the strike among the 
employees of Bethlehem Steel Company at its Cam¬ 
bria Plant began somewhere in June? A. 1 don't remember 
the exact date, no, it was around, I think the 11th or 12th, 
somewhere. 

Q. Did you do anything with reference to the strike dur¬ 
ing the 12th or the 13th, or the 11th of June, if you remem¬ 
ber? A. No, I did not. 

Q! Did you visit any of the gates of the Cambria Plant 
during any of those days? A. No. 

Q. Did you, during the strike, or during June, at any 
time, after the lltli, have anything to do with reference to 
the strike or with reference to a Citizens' Committee that 
had been organized? A. As I said, Mr. Moore, 1 was in and 
out of the city on frequent, at frequent intervals during 
June, and to my recollection, I was invited to attend a meet¬ 
ing, 1 several meetings of a committee, one was to be held 
at the Elks and there was another meeting going to be held 
at the High School. I was unable to attend either meeting, 
due to the fact that I was leaving town, or expected to be 
out of the city on the one time, and the other, I had some 
guests at the house, some business acquaintances and 
8973 couldn’t get down to the meeting. 

Q. Were you at any time a member of the Execu¬ 
tive* Committee of the Citizens' Committee? A. Yes. I was. 

Q. Do yon remember about when you were appointed to 
that Committee? A. My first connection with the Citizens’ 
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Committee began Sunday, June 20th. I had returned from 
New York the following day, or the previous day, and as I 
got off the train 1 drove down Iron Street and noticed that 
everything was quiet at that gate, went on out to my office 
and was quite astonished to read and hear about noon that 
day that the Governor had declared martial law, and had 
ordered the plant closed. 

The next day, Sunday, sometime in the morning, I was 
called and asked to attend a meeting of a group of men 
at the Sunnehanna Country (dub, which was scheduled to 
convene about 2:30 that afternoon. 

I attended the meeting and I would say there were prob¬ 
ably 40 or 50 men there. Mr. Martin, Francis Martin, was 
the chairman, presiding, and Mr. Campbell was acting as 
secretary. The meeting was called for the purpose of de¬ 
termining what could be done to open the mill. Everybody 
seemed to be quite downhearted, in fact, they seemed 
stunned. They didn’t know what to do. Here was 

8976 this vast enterprise closed, men that had been work¬ 
ing, told to go home, furnaces banked, and there was 

a great deal of discussion as to what might be done to get 
the Governor to change his mind. 

Some suggestions were made bv, well, 1 have really for¬ 
gotten everybody who spoke, Mr. Reverend Stanton was 
one of the speakers, and related the activities that he had 
participated in the day before, and perhaps several days 
before that, as I recall, where he endeavored to get in touch 
with and did get in touch with Mr. Taft, who was meeting 
in Ohio, the Governor of Pennsylvania, and others who 
might bring about a change in the situation. Some of the 
other men spoke on the condition of affairs, how unfortunate 
it was, and the general trend of what seemed to be that we 
had bumped up against a stone wall and that we didn’t 
know just how to scale it, how to get over it. 

Mr. Shawe: Excuse me, Mr. Examiner, may we have 
what was said ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, if you please, Mr. Waters, 
tells us what was said. 

8977 The Witness: Pardon me? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I say, tell us what was 
said, instead of your drawing your conclusions from what 
was said. 
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The Witness: What was actually said? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, as well as you can remem¬ 
ber, please. 

Mr. Shawe: And, who said it, if you remember. 

The Witness: Well, I don’t remember who made these 
various statements. I am just trying, giving you a resume 
of wliat was said with the exception of Stanton, I remem¬ 
ber his remarks, because he dealt rather specifically with 
certain phases of the situation. 

lie called on me for remarks and I stated that I felt the 
situation could only be changed through telling our story to 
the country, and asked how much money we had—or the 
committee had—I was not then a member of it—in the 
treasury. 

Mr. Martin said he practically had about two hundred 
dollars. That was about the extent of my remarks. And 
shortly after that, the committee, or the meeting, rather, 
adjourned. I felt at the time that the Governor had been 
most unfair to the community, and it was not an evidence 
of attempt to enforce the laws of the country, which en¬ 
titled individuals to protection, if tliev want to work, 
8978 or if they want to strike. There was a fundamental 
issue involved at that time, which to me was very 
important and had a very great bearing on our whole situa¬ 
tion at that time. 

With the law enforcement activities in a number of our 
industrial states tumbling, or not amounting to much, and 
Pennsylvania enforcement, well, as bad, we will say, as the 
others, maybe a little worse, and at that time with the at¬ 
tack 1 on the independence of the Supreme Court in Wash¬ 
ington, to me the outlook was rather serious from the stand¬ 
point of the individual’s freedom and independence. 

It'looked to me as if they were in grave jeopardy and I 
felt that the story in Johnstown should be told to the coun¬ 
try at large, and that the only way to do that was through 
publicity and telling the facts as they existed, and as wo 
understood them. 

Now, those—that was the impression, or those were the 
impressions tiiat went through my mind at that time and 
prompted me, after the meeting adjourned, to call a friend 
of mine in New York. John Price Jones, head of the John 
Price Jones Corporation, to do publicity work and adver- 
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tising, and ask him to conic* to Johnstown in order to toil 
the story to the world at largo. 

81)79 I knew that there would have to be money provided 
and raised, I knew there would have to some good 
writing, that is. composition of an ad. or story, and I felt 
that Mr. Jones could, his staff were perfectly capable of 
handling that job, and asked him to come on. 

He told me that he was afraid he couldn't come that 
night,—that was Sunday—but lie would come out Monday 
night. I told him , “Xo," I said, “by all means come to¬ 
night, because this is a serious situation and we have got 


to get action and get it quickly.” 

He said he would call back within an hour, which he did, 
and said that he would then come to Johnstown. I had the 
car meet him at the train the next morning, and T took 
him to my house and he had breakfast, then I brought him 
down to mv office. 

He and I discussed the situation and I told him at the 
time, I said, “Now, T am not a member of the committee, 
I am not a member of the Executive Committee, I have as¬ 
sumed the responsibility of getting you out here myself, 
but I would, and I want Mr. Martin to talk with you." 

So 1 called Mr. Martin at his house and asked him to 
stop at my office on his way to town, which he did. Martin 
knew Jones, Jones having been, born and raised in Johns¬ 
town, and we discussed the situation, the net con- 


8980 elusion at that time was that Jones should meet with 
the Executive Committee of the Citizens' Committee. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) That conference, or that meeting, 
I understand, was at your office? A. That was at my office. 

Q. You had not been at your home when Mr. Jones got 
breakfast there? A. Xo, I was not there. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was that question, Mr. 
Moore? I am sorry, I didn't hear it. 

Mr. Moore: Tie had not, I just wanted to make sure that 
he had not been at his home when Mr. Jones got breakfast 
there. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I see. 

Mr. Moore: I understand—off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 
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(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

The Witness: We decided to have a meeting with the 
committee about eleven O'clock that morning, and I invited 
them to meet at my house, which they did. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Who were present? A. Mr. Martin, 
Mr. Heckman, Mr. Carl Geis, Mr. Fiig, Mr. Lawrence 
Campbell, Mr. Jones and myself, at which time we dis¬ 
cussed the whole situation at considerable length, 

8981 including the ads. that had been published by the 
Citizens' Committee in our local papers. 

The committee felt that— 

Mr. Sliawe: Excuse me, Mr. Examiner. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Sliawe: May we try and have what was said? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, tell us as best you re¬ 
member, please, Mr. Waters, what was actually said and 
what vou said. 

The Witness: Well, the committee decided that the thing 
to do was to get a group tegeiher that evening, a larger 
group and consider this problem, which was done. A 
meeting was called for 7:30 or eight o'clock at the Coun¬ 
try Club. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, now, before you do that, coun¬ 
sel for the Board and the Examiner asked that you tell us, 
as well as you can remember, what was said, for instance 
can you tel! us what Mr. John Price Jones said at that 
meeting? Give us—we don't expect you to quote him, but 
tell us the substance of what he said and the substance of 
what any of you said. A. That has been a long time ago, 
and I didn't expect I would be asked to repeat what was 
said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if T may make the sug¬ 
gestion, Mr. Waters, start with yourself. People 

8982 1 have a habit of remembering what they say, even 

when they forget what others say, so that might 
bring some of the conversation back. 

The Witness: Well, T repeated to the committee my feel¬ 
ings and thoughts, which are already in the record, with 
respect to the Governor’s action, and told them that I had 
asked Mr. Jones to come on, explained to them the work 
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that he had been doing, and he, Mr. Jones, elaborated on 
the activities of his company, explaining how they handled 
campaigns for raising money and publicity and so on, and 
he said that lie* thought we had a very good case, in which 
the people of the country were vitally interested. 

The committee adjourned at about three o'clock and met 
with others that evening, around seven-thirty, or eight 
o’clock, at the Country (dub. At that meeting, the com¬ 
mittee was present and probably half a dozen other gen¬ 
tlemen. I really don't remember the names of all of them, 
I think that Albert and Phillip Walters were there, Rever¬ 
end Nicely, those are in addition to the committee. 
S983 Mr. Martin opened the meeting. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Was Mr. Stanton there, that 
is Rev. Stanton? A. Yes, Reverend Stanton was there 
too. Mr. Martin opened the meeting, and very quickly 
asked, turned it over to me and asked me to explain Mr. 
Jones’ presence, which I did. 

Q. Now, will you tell us as well as you can remember what 
you said or the substance of it ? A. I explained to the com¬ 
mittee my recollection, after the closing of the mills, the 
declaration of modified martial law, or martial law, which¬ 
ever it happened to be, and T thought that the only way to 
change the condition, after all the effort that had been ex¬ 
pended had failed, would be to arouse public opinion 1o 
the realization of what a tyrannical act had been perpe¬ 
trated on the community, and I said that on my own voli¬ 
tion I had asked Mr. Jones to come here, because he knew 
how to raise money, that is his business, the business of his 
company, he knew how to write advertising, appeals of va¬ 
rious kinds, and I recognized that prompt and decisive ac¬ 
tion was advisable and that is why I took it upon myself 
to get him on here. The committee questioned Mr. Jones 
as to, I mean members of the committee, as to how he op¬ 
erated and so forth. They weren't all familiar with him, 
but most of them did know him or knew of him. The 
8984 net of the meeting could be stated in this way: Mr. 

Jones said he would take on the work of preparing 
ads and raising money, and the committee, that is the large 
committee, left it in the hands of the Executive Committee 
to work out the detail. 
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I think it was about that time* that I discovered myself 
on the Executive Committee. Mr. Martin said that “You 
are now a member of the Executive Committee and in 
charge of the Finance Committee.” 

When we adjourned, Mr. Jones and several other mem¬ 
bers of the committee and myself discussed ways and means 
about handling the activities. Included in the program 
was radio advertising, or, I don't mean advertising, radio 
speeches, telling the story by radio. 

So, I know that Ketclnim, McLeod & Grove, people in 
Pittsburgh, I have known George Ketchum for probably 
fifteen years, and it was decided that we would go to Pitts¬ 
burgh the following day to work out the radio end of it. 

In the meantime, Mr. Jones had notified his office to send 
one of his writers on that night. Ilis name was Dr. Jones, 
and he had been working on a statement for publication. 

Dr. Jones arrived the next morning. As we were leaving 
the Country Club— 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Is this Monday night? A. 
8985 Yes, this is Monday night. I asked Reverend Stan¬ 
ton to go to Pittsburgh with Mr. Jones and me, be¬ 
cause he had had first-hand experience in the difficulties 
that were encountered during the strike, which I hadn't 
had. 

I didn't know how soon we were going to swing into the 
radio work, but I wanted, 1 felt that it would be well to have 
somebody with us who could talk to Ketchum and tell him 
the storv. 

So, we went to Pittsburgh, after looking over Dr. Jones’ 
suggested announcement Tuesday morning. We got in 
touch with Ketchum and there were some of his men pres¬ 
ent, I have forgotten their names. We had quite a meeting 
between the Duquesne Club and the Ketchum office, that 
is, we met in his office and then at the Duquesne Club, trying 
to work out a way to divide the activity between the fund 
raising, or the money raising end of it, through advertis¬ 
ing, and the radio announcement, or broadcast, which 
Ketchum was asked to handle. 

The discussion that ensued between Ketchum and Jones, 
I can’t tell you about, because they were, they would sit 
over in one corner themselves and discuss it and then call 
Reverend Stanton and myself over to counsel with us. Fi- 
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nallv, about eight o’clock, I guess it was, they formulated 
a plan of action, Jones and Ketehum, and Jones and I re¬ 
turned to Johnstown. Reverend Stanton remained 

8986 in Pittsburgh, as he had a bad cold. 

An arrangement had been made by Mr. Jones to 
come to Pittsburgh—for Mr. Thornley to come to Pitts¬ 
burgh the following day, with additional material. Jones 
and I returned to Pittsburgh on 'Wednesday. We met the 
Ketehum people and Mi*. Thornley in the Duquesne Club, 
and there was a long discussion as to the details of how we 
were going to get the thing under way. It was suggested, 
ads had been presented to the members present, and con¬ 
siderable discussion was had of the text, and so on. Also, 
an outline of the radio broadcast were suggested. 

After lunch, I don't recall, I suppose about three o’clock, 
Mr. Thornley and Mr. Jones and Reverend Stanton and I 
came back to Johnstown. Mr. Ketehum and some of his 
people came up that afternoon in his car. I dropped Jones 
and Thornley at the Citizens’ Committee headquarters, re¬ 
turned to my office and then had the car pick them up 
around six o’clock or six-thirty, and they came up to the 
house for dinner. 

At the meeting, the afternoon meeting, the finishing 
touches, I was told, of the “We Protest” ad were completed. 

After dinner that evening I brought Jones and Thornley 
downtown and got a copy of the ad which was released for 
publication throughout the country, that is in the 

8987 more important papers. 

Jones and Thornley returned to New York that 
evening and they had one or two, maybe three men, here, 
I don’t know, working on the fund-raising activity which 
was the preparation of a letter, mailing lists and so forth 
and so on, radio, working with Ketehum on the radio ac¬ 
tivities. 

That brings my activities up to the time the ad appeared. 
Between that time and the end of the week the committee, 
as I recall, had endeavored to hold daily meetings every 
forenoon. 

I attended some of them and most of them I didn’t, that 
is, I was very busy on matters of my own and I only at¬ 
tended a few of them and frankly, 1 don’t recall the dates 
of those meetings. 
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As chairman of the Financial Committee I called together 
Robert McEldownev, Albert W. Walters, and A. M. Custer 
on the evening of June 26th. 

We met at my house, prepared a list of names of men 
whom we thought would be interested and very glad to 
work on fund raising locally, that is raising money to help 
defray the expenses of the campaign, the advertising and 
the radio. 

We prepared a list and called those men to meet at the 
Country Club the following afternoon about 2:30. 
898S Mr. Moore: That was Sunday? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: The 27th? 

The Witness: The 27th, as I recall, I imagine there were 
probably 50 men there. McEldownev was asked to assume 
the chairmanship of one group and Dr. McCloskey the 
chairmanship of another group. The groups divided. 
Some of the men went with Mr. McEldownev and the others 
remained with Dr. McCloskey and they each worked out 
their own method of solicitation. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) That is solicitation of funds? A. 
Funds. After that meeting each of those committees had, 
as I understand it, several meetings, but I did not attend 
any further meetings of the two committees. 

Q. Kow going back a step, just to be sure I understood 
you, the first day in Pittsburgh which was Tuesday, June 
22nd, as I understood you, you stated that you had meet¬ 
ings with Mr. Ketchum, Mr. John Price Jones, and Mr. 
Stanton at the Office of Ketchum, McLeod & Grove and at 
one other place, I have forgotten. A. The William Penn 
Hotel. 

Q. It was the William Penn Hotel, was it? A. Yes. 

Q. And then the second day, Wednesday, you had your 
conference at the Duquesne Club, I think you said? A. 
That’s right. 

8989 Q. I am not sure whether you told us how the 
work of advertising and broadcasting was divided up 
by agreement by the parties. A. It was agreed that Mr. 
Ketchum’s company would handle the broadcasting 
through KDKA and other affiliated stations, that is right 
in Pittsburgh, the center of that activity. 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 4643 


There was some broadcasting from Johnstown which he 
also handled, I understand. Mr. Jones’ company was to 
handle the advertising, that is the preparation of the ad. 
and the preparation of a letter soliciting contributions for 
the Citizens’ Committee, that is roughly the breakdown, 
the principal breakdown. 

Q. 1 think you stated, Mr. Broun has just reminded me, 
it is his understanding, that you were not a member of the 
committee at the time of the meeting at the Country Club 
on Sundav, June 20th; to what committee did vou refer? 
A. I referred, well, really it is two committees, the Citizens’ 
Committee and the Executive Committee of the Citizens’ 
Committee, because I had not been in touch with anv com- 
mittee activities up until that time. 

Q. Well, now that— A. From then on I became a mem¬ 
ber of both. 

Q. That raises the question to which the Examiner 
8090 referred a little earlier, and that was to ask you what 
you understand constituted membership in the Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee, in other words, you say that you become a 
member of it on that day, just what do you mean by becom¬ 
ing a member? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, might I say that 
I did not have Mr. Waters in mind particularly. The way 
you question is phrased he might think that I had him in 
mind. I was thinking in terms of your questions rather 
than specific individuals. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I spoke of it because I thought you 
were referring to future witnesses and he is one of them. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All future witnesses, he is the 
first of the future witnesses. 

The Witness: Well, I considered that I was a member of 
the committee when I was asked to attend the meeting and 
attended and participated in the discussions of the com¬ 
mittee’s activities. You understand, of course, that it was 
not a committee that had formal by-laws, a constitution and 
so on, it was a spontaneous gathering of men who were 
interested in accomplishing a particular piece of business, 
to get the mills open, if they could. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, at that particular time 
S991 when you became a member, the object, as I under¬ 
stand you, was to get the mills open, but what about 
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the period earlier than June 19th, that is the day which 
you stated the order had come from the Governor, as you 
understood it, to close the mills; in other words, as I under¬ 
stand you, to put it in different words, the object of the 
committee at the time you became a member was to get 
the mills open ? A. That is correct, yes, that was the 
principal objective, as I understood it. Prior to that time, 
of course, I was not a member of the committee, had not 
attended any meetings but I knew from discussing the com¬ 
mittee's activities and newspaper accounts that the com¬ 
mittee had been endeavoring to straighten out any diffi¬ 
culties that arose from time to time. 

What they were anxious to do was to maintain law and 
order, assist in that. 

Mr. Moore; Might we have a few minutes’ recess before 
we start on these? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think Mr. Waters will need it, 
if you are going to do what I think you are going to do, 
Mr. Moore. We will have a short recess. 

(Whereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resinned as follows:) 

S992 Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, Mr. Moore has asked 
that I ask Mr. Waters the questions which he indicated he 
would ask, and if that is satisfactory I shall do so. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly, and it is understood, 
of course, that the Board’s counsel will have an objection 
to each and every one of the questions until we get to the 
list. I assume the list is still at the end of the questions. 

Mr. Broun: That is correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Keep that in mind, please, Mr. 
ShaWe, so that you won't have to make any specific objec¬ 
tions whatever to any of the questions. 

Mr. Shawe: Thank you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And Mr. Waters, unless you 
hear from me, why you just go ahead and answer each ques¬ 
tion, 1 that is if you hear me say “Sustained”, why that 
means you just sit and wait for the next question. 

The Witness: I don’t have to answer that? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No. 
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Q. (Bv Mr. Broun) Mr. Waters, I shall try to read these 
questions slowly and carefully, so that you will understand 
them, but if in case you don’t, please say so, so we can have 
it read back and you will understand them. 

Did any one purporting to be a representative of 

8993 or to be acting for or to be authorized to act for either 
Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Cor¬ 
poration at any time before or during the strike among 
the employees of Bethlehem Steel Company at its Cambria 
Plant in June, 1937, directly or indirectly suggest to you or 
order or direct that you or in so far as you know, that the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or any member, officer, 
representative or committee thereof do or refrain from 
doing anything in connection with the formation of the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with any of the activities of the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? A. No. 

Q. Or of its Executive Committee? A. No. 

Q. Or of any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens' 
Committee? A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with the holding of anv meetings? 
A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with the issuance of any public state¬ 
ment or statements? A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with the insertion of any ad- 

8994 vertisement or advertisements in any newspaper or 
newspapers? A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with the publication of any booklet 
or booklets or any pamphlet or pamphlets? A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with the making of any speeches or 
statements over the radio or otherwise? A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with the solicitation or expenditure 
of funds? A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with the sending of any communica¬ 
tions to or the holding of any conferences with officials of 
or other persons purporting to represent the United States 
of America? A. No. 

Q. Of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania? A. No. 

Q. Or Cambria County? A. No. 

Q. Or the City of Johnstown? A. No. 

Q. Or Franklin Boro? A. No. 
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Q. Or the so-called Steel Workers’ Committee? 
S995 A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with anything whatsoever * 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did any one whom you know or 
believe to have been a representative of or acting for or 
authorized to act for either Bethlehem Steel Company or 
Bethlehem Steel Corporation at any time before or during 
the strike among the employees of Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany at its Cambria Plant in June, 1937, directly or in¬ 
directly suggest to you or order or direct that you or in so 
far as you know that the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee 
or any member, officer, representative or committee thereof 
do or refrain from doing anything in connection with the 
formation of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? A. Xo. 
Mr. Shawe: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 


(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead, on the 
record. 

Mi;. Broun: Off the record again. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 


(There was a discussion off the record.) 


Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

8996 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Or in connection with any of 
the activities of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee 
or of its Executive Committee or of any other committee of 
the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? 

The Witness: Xo. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Or in connection with the holding of 
any meetings? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the issuance of any public state¬ 
ment or statements? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the insertion of any advertise¬ 
ment or advertisements in anv newspaper or newspapers? 
A. Xo. 


Q. Or in connection with the publication af any booklet 
or blooklets or any pamphlet or pamphlets? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the making of any speeches or 
statements over the radio or otherwise? A. Xo. 
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Q. Or in connection with the solicitation or expenditure 
of funds? A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with the sending of any communica¬ 
tions to or the holding of any conferences with offi- 

8997 cials of or other persons purporting to represent the 
United States of America ? A. No. 

Q. Or the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania ? A. No. 

Q. Or Cambria County ? A. No. 

Q. Or the City of Johnstown ? A. No. 

Q. Or Franklin Boro? A. No. 

Q. Or the so-called Steel Workers’ Committee? A. No. 
Q. Or in connection with anything whatsoever ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In taking any action or in doing 
anything or in refraining from taking any action or doing 
anything, did you as a member of the Johnstown Citizens’ 
Committee or of its Executive Committee or of any other 
committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee ever act 
for the purpose of aiding, helping or benefiting Bethlehem 
Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation as dis¬ 
tinguished from any other interest or other property owner, 
whether located in Johnstown or elsewhere? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

8998 Q. (By Mr. Broun) In taking any action or in 
doing anything or in refraining from taking any 

action or doing anything, did you as a member of the Johns¬ 
town Citizens’ Committee or of its Executive Committee 
or of any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee evert act for the purpose of aiding, helping or ben¬ 
efiting Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Cor¬ 
poration as distinguished from any other interest or other 
property owner, whether located in Johnstown or else¬ 
where? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In taking any action or in doing 

anything or in refraining from taking any action or doing 

anything, did you as a member of the Johnstown Citizens’ 

Committee or of its Executive Committee or of anv other 

% 

committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee ever en¬ 
deavor to act for the purpose of aiding, helping or ben¬ 
efiting the Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel 
Corporation as distinguished from any other interest or 
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other property owner, whether located in Johnstown or 
elsewhere? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

S999 Q. (By Mr. Broun) In so far as you know did the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or its Executive 
Committee or any other committee of the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee or any member or representative of any 
of such committees ever take any action or do anything or 
refraiii from taking any action or doing anything for the 
purpose of aiding, helping, or benefiting Bethlehem Steel 
Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation as distinguished 
from any other interest or other property owner whether 
located in Johnstown or elsewhere? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did any member or representative 
of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of its Executive 
Committee or of any other committee of the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee at any meeting of any of such com¬ 
mittees which vou attended or elsewhere, in so far as vou 
know, ever say in words or in substance that the taking of 
any action or that the doing of anything or refraining from 
taking any action or doing anything by any of such commit¬ 
tees or by any member or representative thereof for the 
purpose of aiding, helping or benefiting Bethlehem Steel 
Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation as distinguished 
from any other interest or other property owner whether 
located in Johnstown or elsewhere? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You may answer. 

9000 The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Was anything else said in 
any meeting of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of its 
Executive Committee or of any other committee of the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee which you attended to the 
effect that anything was to be done or attempted by the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or by its Executive Com¬ 
mittee or by any other committee of the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee in the interest of Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany or Bethlehem Steel Corporation as distinguished from 
any other interest or other property owner whether located 
in Jphnstown or elsewhere? A. No. 

Q. Now, Mr. Waters, I am going to ask you some ques¬ 
tions with reference to whether or not certain persons took 
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part in the transaction of any business which may have 
been transacted at certain meetings or by certain com¬ 
mittees, and before doing so, so that the record will be clear 
as to what your answers mean, I would like you to tell us 
what your understanding is of the phrase, ‘‘transaction of 
business”. A. I understand the transaction of business to 
mean the getting together of two or more people and dis¬ 
cussing, or proposing, an exchange of activities, usually 
with reference to it in a business sense, where vou 

9001 buy or sell or consummate a deal or a transaction 
relating to commerce or industry. 

Q. You have used the word “consummate” and words 
which to my mind have a somewhat similar connotation; am 
I to understand from that that you understand that the 
phrase “transaction of business” requires that some ac¬ 
tion be taken or decision be reached? A. Yes. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the form of the question and 
make a motion that the answer be stricken, Mr. Examine}-. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : I will let it stand. 

Q. (By Mi*. Broun) Do vou know Mr. C. R. Ellicott? 
A. I do." 

Q. Did Mr. C. R. Ellicott in so far as you know take 
any part in the transaction of any business that was trans¬ 
acted at anv time bv the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee 
or by its Executive Committee or by any other committee 
of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee? A. Xo. 

Q. Did you ever hear from any member or representa¬ 
tive of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of its Execu¬ 
tive Committee or of any other committee of the Johns¬ 
town Citizens’ Committee that Mr. C. R. Ellicott ever took 
any part in the transaction of any business that was trans¬ 
acted at any time by any of such committees? A. 

9002 No, I did not. 

Q. Do you know Mr. Sidney D. Evans ? A. I do. 

Q. Did Mr. Sidney D. Evans ever take any part in so far 
as vou know in the transaction of anv business that was 
transacted at any time by the Johnstown Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee or by its Executive Committee or by any other com¬ 
mittee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? A. Xo. 

Q. Did you ever hear from any member or representa¬ 
tive of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of its Execu¬ 
tive Committee or of any other committee of the Johns- 
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town Citizens’ Committee that Mr. Sidney D. Evans ever 
took any part in the transaction of any business that was 
transacted at anv time bv anv of such committees/ A. Xo, 
1 did not. 

Q. Did any person purporting to be a representative of 
or to be acting for or to be authorized to act for either 
Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation 
take any part in so far as you know in the transaction of 
any business that was transacted at any time by the Johns¬ 
town Citizens* Committee or bv its Executive Committee 
or by any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens' Com¬ 
mittee? A. Xo. 

9003 Q. Did any person who you know was or believe to 
have been a representative of or acting for or au¬ 
thorized to act for either Bethlehem Steel Company or Beth¬ 
lehem (Steel Corporation take any part in so far as you 
know in the transaction of any business that was transacted 
at any time by the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or by 
its Executive Committee or by any other committee of the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? A. Xo. 

Q. Did you ever hear from any member or representa¬ 
tive of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of its Execu¬ 
tive Committee or of any other committee of the Johns¬ 
town Citizens' Committee that any person purporting to be 
a representative of or to be acting for or to be authorized 
to act for either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation ever took any part in the transaction 
of any business that was transacted at any time by any of 
such committees ? A. I do not. 

Q..Did you ever hear from any member or representa¬ 
tive of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of its Execu¬ 
tive Committee or of any other committee of the Johns¬ 
town Citizens’ Committee that any person who you know 
was or believe to have been a representative of or acting 
for or authorized to act for either Bethlehem Steel 

9004 Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation ever took 
any part in the transaction of any business that was 

transacted at any time by any of such committees? A. I 
do not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You did not or you do not ? 

Mr. Broun: Would you read it back, the question? 

(The reporter read the previous question.) 
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The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you ever hear from any mem¬ 
ber or representative of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee 
or of its Executive Committee, or of any other committee 
of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, that any person who 
such member or representative stated that he knew or 
believed was a representative of, or acting for or au¬ 
thorized to act for either Bethlehem Steel Company or 
Bethlehem Steel Corporation ever took any part in the 

transaction of anv business that was transacted at anv time 

* * 

by any of such committees? A. No. 

Q. Did any member or representative of the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee or of its Executive Committee, or of 
any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee 
ever tell you that there ever was any connection between 
any of such committees and either Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany or Bethlehem Steel Corporation? A. No. 

9005 Q. Did anyone who purported to be a representa¬ 
tive of or to be acting for or to be authorized to act 

for either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel 
Corporation ever tell you that there ever was any connec¬ 
tion between the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or its 
Executive Committee, or any other committee of the Johns¬ 
town Citizens’ Committee and either such company or such 
corporation? A. No. 

Q. Did anyone who you know was or believe to have been 
a representative of or acting for, or authorized to act 
for either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel 
Corporation ever tell you that there ever was any connection 
between the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or its Execu¬ 
tive Committee, or any other committee of the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee and either such company or such cor¬ 
poration ? A. No. 

Q. I am now going to ask you a question, Mr. Waters, 
which involves consideration by you of a number of names 
of individuals and I will give you a list of those names, 
and then when I ask the question the reporter, with the 
consent of the Examiner, will set the names forth in the 
question as though I had read them to you. A. All 

9006 right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The witness has already 
defined what he means as a member of the committee? 


4652 BETH. STEEL CO. F.T AL. VS. NATL. LABOR BEL. BOARD. 


Mr. Broun: Ves, lie has, Mr. Examiner, if you please. 
Q. (By Mr. Broun) The question is this, Mi*. Waters, 
and take your time about considering it: Were any of the 
following named persons a member of the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee or of any committee thereof: 

Eugene G. Grace 
Frederick A. Shick 
Robert E. McMath 
George IT. Blakeley 
C. Austin Buck 
Charles R. Holton 
Charles M. Schwab 
James H. Ward 
Quincy Bent 
Archibald Johnston 
Joseph M. Larkin 
Paul Mackall 
Xorborne Berkeley 
Charles D. Marshall 
William J. Brown 
James P. Bender 

Charles R. Miller 
9007 Edward B. Hill 

William H. Johnstone 
Warren M. Driver 
Sigmund L. Holverstott 
Richard IT. Schlottman 
Frederick X. Finger 
Robert Young 
Fred H. Overdorf 
William L. Achenbach 
Donald T. Aikenhead 
Jesse V. Honevcutt 
John M. Ellis 
Charles M. Denise 
William H. Stewart 
Paul W. Cotton 
Edward F. Gohl 
Robert S. A. Dougherty 
Roy A. Lewis 
Charles R. Ellicott 
Harry A. Whittaker 
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Edward F. Entwisle 
Jacob H. Edmonds 
Stewart J. Cort 
Frank A. Robbins, Jr. 
Edwin J. Paulus 
1)008 T. Scott Clingan 
Thomas R. Johns 
Myrle L. Jacobs 
Arthur F. Peterson 
Edward J. Quackenbush 
Agustino T. De Serrano 
John M. Gross 
Harry 0. Crawford 
Ralph E. Hough 
Sidney D. Evans 
Ewart L. Roberts 
John C. Davies 
Francis A. Dunn 
Homer M. Crossett 
Ralph Kent 
Gordon R. Baer 
Frank E. Howells 
Harry R. Coulson 
Harrv A. Marlev 
Harry H. Phillips 
Thomas F. Gallagher 
Clifford T. Ward 
William H. Bennett 
Thomas C. Kern 

Patrick J. Scott 
9009 Daniel W. O’Leary 
Scott D. Baumer 
Charles J. Eppley 
Edwin W. Trexler 
George W. Rodgers 
Harry F. Raab 
Jerry F. Wilbur 
Harold C. Cox 
Harrv E. Trout 
Charles M. Schwartz 
Robert Earl Penrod 
Elliott H. Hollenback 
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William C. Frank 

Clayton T. Harrison 

Bernard A. Blume 

Irwin W. Penrod 

Edward (). Murray 

Walter M. Thomas 

Henry P. Veil 

Frank E. Thompson 

Wilbur B. Hoddinott 

A. That is the names on this list? 

Q. That is correct? A. Not to my knowledge, sir. 

9010 Mr. Broun: Off the record. 

• Trial Examiner Bloom : Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Broun: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In so far as you know, did any of 
the persons whose names I read, in asking the preceding 
question, at any time suggest to you, or order or direct 
that the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, or its Executive 
Committee, or any other committee of the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens' Committee, as such Citizens’ Committee, or as such 
Executive Committee, or as any such other committee, do 
or refrain from doing anything? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In so far as you know, did any of 
the persons whose names I read in asking the question 
before the preceding question, at any time suggest to you 
or order or direct that any member or officer or representa¬ 
tive of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, or of its Execu¬ 
tive Committee, or of any other committee of the Johns¬ 
town Citizens’ Committee, as such member or officer 

9011 or representative, do or refrain from doing any¬ 
thing? A. Xo. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Broun: Xo further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Shawe: Are you finished ? 

Mr. Broun: Just finished, Mr. Shawe. 
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Cross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Waters, I believe you testified 
that, you were President of the National Radiator Corpora¬ 
tion, is that correct? A. That is correct. 

Q. How long have you been President of the National 
Radiator Corporation? A. Since 1934. 

Q. IIow long have you been connected with the National 
Radiator Corporation? A. Approximately twenty years. 

Q. Do you have any financial interest, in the Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation? A. I have some stock, yes. 

Q. How much stock do you have in the Bethlehem Steel 
Corporation? A. I have forgotten, I haven’t a very sub¬ 
stantial holding. 

9012 Q. Well, I will ask, you what you consider substan¬ 
tial. A. I would say anything over a hundred shares. 

Q. Can you give us an idea of how many shares you own ? 
A. Well, I would say it was less than that, that is my belief, 
I can’t sav definitely. 

Q. Did you own any Bethlehem Steel Corporation stock 
during the month of June, 1937 ? A. I did. 

Q. Do you recall how much stock you owned in the Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Corporation during the month of June, 1937? 
A. No, I don’t. 

Q. Are you a member of the American Iron and Steel 
Institute? I am not. 

9013 Q. Were you ever connected in any way with the 
Johnstown Water Company? A. I owned stock in the 

Water Company some years ago, oh, it has been, before 
the war, I guess. 

Q. How many men are employed at the plant of the Na¬ 
tional Radiator Corporation here in Johnstown? 

Mr. Moore: I object to that, I don’t see the materiality 
or authority for going into the business of this witness, 
simply because he was a member of the Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee, Executive Committee of the Citizens’ Committee. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Beg your pardon? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You may answer. 

The Witness: Around 350. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How many men were employed in 
the plant of the National Radiator Corporation during the 
month of June, 1937? 
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Mr. Moore: Which plant, Mr. Examiner? 

The'Witness: I can't answer that, I don’t know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What ? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) The Johnstown Plant, of course. 
A. Approximately the same number. 

Q. Approximately the same? 

Did you ever have any negotiations with the Steel 
0014 Workers’ Organizing Committee? A. Not di¬ 
rectly, no. 

Q. Did the National Radiator Corporation ever have a 
contract with the National Steel Workers’ Organizing 
Committe ? A. It did not. 

Q. Did any representative of the National Radiator Cor¬ 
poration negotiate or have any negotiations with any rep¬ 
resentative of the Steel Workers’ Organizing Committee 
during the months of May or June, 1937? 

Mr. 1 Moore: Oh, I object to that, Mr. Examiner. I don’t 
know as there is any basis for that question in the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He mav answer. 

•> 

The Witness: Will you repeat the question ? 

Mr. Shawe: Read the question. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the pending question 
as above set forth.) 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Who was the representative of the 
National Radiator Corporation? A. Mr. Longacre. 

Q. Do you know what his first name is? A. Edgar. 

Q. What is his position with your corporation? 
9015 A. General manager of manufacturing,—Edgar W. 
Longacre. 

Q. Is that at the Johnstown Plant? A. He is in charge 
of all manufacturing operations. 

Q. Do you recall who represented the Steel Workers’ 
Organizing Committee in these negotiations? A. I believe 
it was Mr. Watkins. 

Q. David Watkins? A. Yes. 

Q. Was there any agreement reached between Mr. Wat¬ 
kins and Mr. Longacre? 

Mr. Moore: Again I object, Mr. Examiner, I don't see 
the relevancy of negotiations between the National Radia- 
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tor Corporation and the SWOC. We are not concerned, or 
it is not at all material here, with any issues in this case. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you recall when these negotia¬ 
tions first took place, what month? A. I do not. 

Q. Do you recall whether it was before the strike of the 
employees at the Cambria Plant of the Bethlehem Steel 
Company? A. I think it was. 

5)016 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Were you present at any of 

these conferences? A. I was not. 

Q. Did Mr. Longacre ever report to you that he was 
having conferences with Mi-. Watkins? A. He did. 

Q. Do you recall when he first reported to you that he 
was having conferences with Mr. Watkins? A. No, T 
don't. 

Mr. Moore: May I have it understood that I have an 
objection to all this line of questions? 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Certainly. 

Mr. Moore: What? 

May I have the last question, please ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Bead it. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last question and 
answer as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I did answer. 

Mr. Shawe: He answered. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, T am sorry. 

Mr. Moore: What was the answer, please? 

The Reporter: “No, I don't.” 

D017 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did Mr. Longacre at any 
time write you or ever tell you that he was going to 
sign a contract with the Steel Workers’ Organizing Com¬ 
mittee? A. No. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Was there a general reduction of 
wages among the employees of your company sometime 
during the months of May or June, 1937 ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Sustained. 

Mr. Moore: I object to it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Does the National Radiator Cor¬ 
poration have any contract with any union ? 
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Mr. Moore: I object to the question, Mr. Examiner. I 
again say T don’t see wliat the labor relations of the Na¬ 
tional Radiator Corporation, or its employees has to do 
with this case. We are not here dealing with the labor 
relations of any company other than possibly the Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company, or the Bethlehem Steel Corporation, 
and it is absolutely improper, or so it seems to me, for the 
Board to go into the labor relations of any other concern. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Tie may answer. 

The Witness: Repeat the question. 

9018 (Thereupon the reporter repeated the pending 
question as above set forth.) 

The Witness: At what time? 

1 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) At the present time. A. No. 

9019 Q. Do you know whether any of the employees of 
the National Radiator Corporation belong to any 

union other than the Steel Workers Organizing Commit¬ 
tee? 

Mr. Moore: I suppose, Mr. Examiner, it is understood— 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. There is no show¬ 
ing that they belong to any organization. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, do any of the employees of 
the National Radiator Corporation belong to the Steel 
Workers Organizing Committee? 

Mr. Moore: T object to it, I don’t see how in the first 
place the witness can testify to it. T don't see that it is any 
of our concern here in any way. It is entirely immaterial 
and irrelevant. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I don't know. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did Mr. Longaere ever report to 
you that the Steel Workers Organizing Committee repre¬ 
sented some of the employees of the National Radiator 
Corporation? A. Yes. 

Q. Did Mr. Longaere ever report to you that any other 
union represented any of the employees of the National 
Radiator Corporation ? 

Mr. Moore: May I have the question repeated? 

9020 The Witness: Not that I recall. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. Read the question. 
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(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Moore: What do vou mean bv “Other union”? 

Mr. Shawe: Other than the Steel Workers Organizing- 
Committee. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I don’t know that it has been shown 
that the Steel Workers Organizing Committee is a union, 
as yet, in this case. There is nothing in the evidence to 
that effect that I know of. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase the question, Mr. 
Shawe. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did Mr. Longacre ever report to 
you that any other organization, labor organization, other 
than the S. W. O. 0., represented any of the employees of 
the National Radiator Corporation? 

Mr. Moore: Same question, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is the same question. Leave 
off “labor relations of other organizations.” 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did Mr. Longacre ever report to 
you that any other organization, other than the Steel Work¬ 
ers Organizing Committee, represented any of the em¬ 
ployees of the National Radiator Corporation? 

Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner, it seems to me 
9021 that I must insist that more consideration be given 
here—is this a fishing expedition upon the part of 
the Board to make a labor case against the National Radia¬ 
tor Corporation? This is entirely beyond the scope of 
my direct examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the reason I permitted 
the questions to be answered, which 1 thought is rather 
obvious, is because it goes to show, it seems to me, this 
man’s possible prejudice, bias. It would affect his credi¬ 
bility very strongly. Tt was with that in mind that I per¬ 
mitted the questions to be answered. For that purpose T 
tion, please, Mr. Reporter? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you have that last question in 
mind I asked before? A. No, 1 would like you to repeat it. 

Mr. Shawe: Would you mind repeating the last ques¬ 
tion, please, Mr. Reporter? 

(The Reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 


i 
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The Witness: I don’t understand what you mean by 
“organization.” 

Q. (By Hr. Shawe) Well, by organization I mean any 
organization that purports to be a labor organization. 

Mr. Moore: Well, that won’t do, Mr. Examiner. I ob¬ 
ject to that. It gets right back into the same position 

9022 we were before. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I submit Mr. Moore 
certainly is not bound by my statement in the questions. 
I don't see how I can express it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Find out what the other man 
may have told him, yon can n*k him a question along that 
line. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Has Mr. Longacre ever told you 
about an independent union represented by any of the 
employees of the National "Radiator Corporation? 

Mr. Moore: I object to that. What is meant by “in¬ 
dependent union”? 

The Witness: What do you mean by an independent 
union ? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Strike that last question, please. 

Has Mr. Longacre ever spoken to you about any organi¬ 
zation that represented employees of the National Radiator 
Corporation, other than the Steel Workers' Organizing 
Committee ? 

Mr. Moore: Well, that assumes a state of facts not in 
evidence. 

Mr. Shawe: I am asking him, Mr. Examiner, if Mr. 
Longacre ever made such a statement. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Read the question. 

9023 (The reporter repeated the last question as above 
set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: That assumes, Mr. Examiner,—we are right 
back where we started—that the Steel Workers Organizing 
Committee is a labor organization. There is nothing in the 
record that warrants that assumption. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Have you ever heard of the Plan of 
Employees Representation which is in effect at the Cam¬ 
bria Plant of the Bethlehem Steel Company? A. I don't 
know that there is such a plan in effect. I have heard of a 
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plan of that kind, yes. I can’t say that it is in effect, I don’t 
know. 

Q. Do you know whether there is a similar plan in effect 
at the plant of the National Radiator Corporation? A. 
There is not. 

Q. Do you know, or has "MV. Longacre ever reported to 
you, that there was any organization which represented 
some of the employees of the National Radiator Corpora¬ 
tion, other than the Steel "Workers Organizing Committee? 

Mr. Moore: T object to that, there is nothing in 

9024 the record to show than any of them were repre¬ 
sented by the Steel Workers’ Organizing Committee. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, he has told us that Mr. Long- 
acre has told him so, and I am only asking him if he has 
heard what Mr. Longaere told him. I am not trying to 
prove the fact by it. 

Mr. Moore: May we have the question, please, so the 
witness will understand it ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the question as above 
set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: There is a double question there, it can't 
very well be answered. 

The Witness: That is an involved question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You ought to be used to in¬ 
volved questions by now. 

Mr. Moore: No, I said double question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase that question, you 
have something in there, Mr. Shawe, the first part is, “Do 
you know”, and the second part is, “Did he ever tell.” 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Has anyone ever told you that some 
organization, other than the Steel Workers’ Organizing 
Committee, represented some of the employees employed at 
the Johnstown Plant of the National Radiator Cor- 

9025 poration? A. Represented them in what way? 

Mr. Moore: Just a moment. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Labor relations. 

Mr. Moore: Just a moment. I object to the question. 
In the first place, I don’t understand that there is any basis 
for it, and if there is a basis for it, it has already been 
answered. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Read the question. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the pending: question 
as above set forth.) 

The Witness: At what time, do you mean? 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) During this, during the year 1937. 
A. I don’t recall. 

Q. Do you recall anyone making that statement to you 
during the year 1936? 

Mr. Moore: Making what statement? 

Mr. Shawe: The statement in the question, previous 
question. 

Mr. Moore: I don't think the question can be asked that 
way, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, Mr. Shawe asked you a 
question relating to 1937. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let’s assume that he had 

9026 asked the same question with reference to 1936. 

The Witness: My answer would be the same, as 
far as I can recall, that is going back for a period of time. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You have told us, I believe, Mr. 
Waters, that Mr. Longacre told you he had had several 
conferences, or had had a conference with Mr. Watkins. A. 
That is right. 

Q. Did he tell you this in writing, or did he tell you that 
verbally? A. He told me verbally. 

Q. In the offices of the National Radiator Corporation ? 
A. Yes. 

Q. Was anyone else present when he told you? A. No. 
Q. Do you recall what he did tell you ? A. He had had 
several discussions with Mr. Watkins regarding a contract, 
or an agreement. Then the negotiations broke off sud¬ 
denly. As I recall, Mr. Watkins left town before they were 
completed. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did Mr. Longacre ever tell you that 
there had been a petition circulated in the plant of the 
National Radiator Corporation to decrease wages? 

Mr. Moore: I object to it, I don’t see that there 

9027 is any pertinency to it, Mr. Examiner, at all. 

Mr. Shawe: I will tie it up, Mr. Examiner. 
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Mr. Moore: How can you tie up something that can’t, 
no matter how far you go with the subject, be pertinent 
here, Mr. Examiner? 

What lias the increase in wages got to do with the ques¬ 
tion of whether another corporation has been guilty of an 
unfair labor practice? There is nothing in the complaint 
in our case that has to do with wages. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Bead that question. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the pending question 
as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer subject 
to objection. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you recall when he told you that, 
sir? A. Sometime during the summer, I don’t remember. 

Q. Do you recall what he told you on that occasion? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: During what summer? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) 1937? A. ’37, yes. Merely for¬ 
warded the petition to me, which was to the effect that this 
had been, that this petition had been circulated by the men 
in the plant, their names were on it, handed it to 

9028 me, that was the extent of his comments. 

Q. Did you see the petition ? A. T did. 

Q. Was there any written material on the petition stat¬ 
ing what the petition was ? A. It had a caption, but I really 
don’t recall what the caption stated. 

Q. Would you say that the operations of the Johnstown 
Plant of the National Radiator Corporation at the present 
time are about the same as they were last June? 

Mr. Moore: Oh, 1 object to the form of the question, it 
is a new one on me. 

The Witness: T think probably they are. 

Mr. Moore: Just a moment, please, just a moment. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain it as to form. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, were there more men em¬ 
ployed during the month of June, 1937 at the Johnstown 
plant of the National Radiator Corporation than there are 
at the present time ? 

9029 Trial Examiner Bloom: He has answered it. 

The Witness: I think I have answered that ques¬ 
tion. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: He said about the same. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Has Mr. Longacre reported to you 
that there were any men laid off since June, 1937? A. Yes, 
then? were men laid off at various times during the year, 
operations were irregular, up and down. 

Q. Did he ever report to you that some of the men had 
been taken back from time to time? A. Not that I recall, no. 

Q. Did he ever tell vou that the President of the S. W. O.C. 
Lodge had been laid off? A. Xo. 

Q. Did lie ever tell you that the secretary of the S. W. O.C. 
Lodge had been laid off? A. lie did not. 

Q. Did he ever tell you that any officers of the S. W. 0. C. 
Lodge had been laid off ? 

Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner, I take it— 

The Witness: Xo. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr.— 

Mr. Moore: —that you are not sustaining the objection, 
that you are not overlooking the fact that I still have an 
objection to every one of these? 

9030 Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. 

Mr. Moore: I can’t see how, assuming even the 
wildest dreams, that your first ruling was based correctly. 
What can the statement about laying off a man have to do 
with the attitude of this man towards the work of the Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection to 
the last question. 

Mr. Moore: Well, then— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And I will grant a motion to 
strike the last two—the president, was it, Mr. Shawe, presi¬ 
dent? 

Mr. Shawe: President, secretary and other members 
of the Lodge, other officers of the Lodge. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Those answers may be 

9031 stricken. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Waters, do you know Mr. 
Ernest T. Weir? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you know who he is? A. I do. 

Q. Who is he? A. He is chairman of the Xational Steel 
Corporation. 

Q. Did you see Mr. Ernest T. Weir during the month of 
June, 1937? A. Yes. 
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Q. Do you recall where you first saw him (luring the 
month of June, 1937? A. I seen him a number of times in 
Pittsburgh in June,—May, June, July. In June, when did I 
first see him, is that the question? 

Q. Yes, during the month of June. A. I saw him several 
times in connection with some business that we do with 
his company and I am not sure as to the dates. I do re¬ 
member seeing him at the Duquesne Club, the time Jones 
and Thornley were in Pittsburgh. 

Q. That is the time Mr. Stanton went over with you? A. 
Yes. 

Q. Where did you see him that day that you went over 
with Mr. Stanton? 

Mr. Moore: Is that necessary, Mr. Examiner, after he 
has said he saw him at the Duquesne Club? 

9032 Mr. Shawe: Oh, I am sorry. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Withdraw the previous 
question ? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes, strike that previous question, please. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you have a conversation with him 
the day that you went over with Mr. Stanton and saw him 
at the Duquesne Club? A. I did. I introduced my group 
to him. 

Mr. Moore: Well, may we have the previous question to 
make sure that, just what is intended? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the previous question. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the previous question 
as above set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: I am not sure that question is clear, what 
is meant? 

Mr. Shawe: I will clear it up. 

Mr. Moore: I think we ought to have the question cleared 
up, if the question is meant, “Did you see him the day you 
went over to Pittsburgh to see him,” then, the question is 
all wrong. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, rephrase it. 

Mr. "Moore: The answer to it is misleading. There is 
nothing in the record to show that this witness ever went 
to Pittsburgh on that day or any other day to see 

9033 Mr. Weir. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: I didn't get that out of the 
question, possibly someone else may. dear that up, Mr. 
Shawe. 

Mr. Shawe: All right. 

Q. (ByMr. Shawe) Did you have a prearranged meeting 
or conference with Mr. Weir the day that you went to Pitts¬ 
burgh with Mr. Stanton? A. Xo. 

Q. .Just happened to bump in to him there at the Duquesne 
dub? A. I have seen him in there quite frequently. 

Mr. Moore: Well, the answer to the last question, will 
you answer the last question, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The question is: did you .just 
happen to bump into him. 

The Witness: Yes, yes, that is correct. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did any other member of the group 
that was with you know Mr. Weir at that time, if you 
know? A. 1 don't think so. 

Q. Where did you first see him when you went to the 
Duquesne Club, Mr.— 

Mr. $hawe: I am sorry. 

Mr. Moore: Is that important, Mr. Examiner? 

! Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I don't know. 

9034 The Witness: I don't know, I think maybe it was 
in the washroom, if you want me to be explicit, I am 
not sure. It didn’t make much of an impression on me, be¬ 
cause, you see a lot of people down there when you go in 
to lunch, and having seen him there on numerous occasions, 
I can't say where I first saw him. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you have a conversation with 
him before you introduced him to your group? A. The 
usual greetings, I presume, yes. 

Q. TeU r.s what was said. A. Well, I told him that, of 
our situation here, and that Mr. Jones had been engaged to 
come on from Xew York to undertake the publicity and 
fund raising, that we had seen Mr. Ketchum regarding the 
radio,end of the work, and that I was interested in raising 
money, if he cared to contribute, why, I would be very happy 
to have him do so. 

Q. You said you told him about your situation here in 
Johnstown. Just what did you tell him? A. I mean, the 
declaration of martial law and the closing of the mills by 
the Governor, and that, in order to open the mills we were 
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going to take this story to the public through the means that 
I have already described. 

Q. You told that to Mr. Weir, everything that you all in¬ 
tended to do? A. Yes. 

9035 Q. Did Mr. Weir say anything to you in response 
to that ? A. Tie said he thought, as I recall his state¬ 
ment, that the action was an outrage, words to that effect. 

Q. Did Mr. Weir say that lie, was he willing to contri¬ 
bute any money to the Citizens’ Committee? A. He said 
he would make a contribution, but he didn’t say how much, 
and I didn’t press him, and whether he did or not, I can’t 
say. 

Q. Did he ask you who was going to place the ads in the 
papers? A. I don't recall that lie did. 

Q. Did you tell him that John Price Jones from Xew 
York was there with you? A. I introduced Mr. Jones to 
him, yes. 

Q. Oh, you did? Did he and Mr. Jones have a conversa¬ 
tion? A. I don’t know, T don’t know. I presume they did, 
because I introduced them and they stood there chatting a 
while. Thornley met him. Just what was said, I don’t 
know, I couldn’t say. 

Q. Did Mr. Ketchum join your group at the time Mr. Weir 
was with you? A. I think Mr. Ketchum, Mr. Ketchum was 
meeting with Thornley and Jones when Mr. Weir came into 
the club. Mr. Thornley arrived from Xew York, I 

9036 imagine, around 9:30 or 10 o’clock, and we were 
gathered in the front room with Ketchum, and some 

of his men, and later Mr. Weir came in. 

Q. Came into the room where you were? A. Yes. They 
did not, as I recall, they didn’t come in together. Xo, I 
am quite sure they didn’t, because Ketchum met with the 
Jones people, oh, I guess they were in a conference for an 
hour, probably, before Weir came. 

Q. Well then, I gather from that Mr. Weir came back the 
second time, for the group, the second time, is that correct? 
A. Xo. 

Q. What do you mean— A. Xo, I didn’t mean to convey 
that idea. 

Q. What did you mean to convey? I just want to get it 
straight. A. I meant to convey this: that the group were 
meeting there in the Duquesne Club and Weir and other 
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people came into that big room where we were in confer¬ 
ence, 1 and there were people coining up and talking about 
the situation at different times. If you understand what I 

mean. It wasn't anv star chamber session or anv secret 

* • 

function. 

Q. Did Mr. Weir ever join in the conversation? A. Well, 
I told you what my conversation with him— 

Q. T mean other than what you have told us. A. Well, I 
don't know, he chatted with Jones and chatted with 

9037 Thornlev, because I introduced those gentlemen to 
him. 

Q. You didn't hear what Mr. Weir said to Mr. Jones? A. 
No, I don't— 

Q. You didn’t hear what Mr. Weir said to Mr. Thornlev? 
A. Xo. 

Q! Did Mr. Weir chat with or speak to Mr. Ketchum at 

the Duquosne Club while you were there? 

Mr. Moore: Well now, which is it, chat or speak? 

Mr. Sliawe: Either one. 

Mr. Moore: Well, let’s have it. 

The Witness: I presume lie did, because— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: lie mav answer. 

♦ 

The Witness: —as I told you, there was a group there 
together, and various people talking at various times. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Did anyone else drop in on the 
meeting, other than the people you have told us about? 

Mr. Moore: Well, I don't think there is anybody who 
dropped in on the meeting— 

The Witness: Why, somebody— 

Mr. Moore: --yet, and there is no meeting described. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Dropped in on the group, as you 
refer to it. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I don’t know that anybody dropped 
in on the group. 

Mr. Sliawe: Oh, I think the witness told us that 

9038 several people dropped in and out, Mr. Examiner, 
and that is what I am referring to. 

Mr. Moore: Well, ask the witness to describe the room 
in the Duquesne Club, see what kind of a room it is. 

Mr. Sliawe: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Describe the room to us, Mr. Waters. 
A. Oh, they come in—when we met Mr. Thornlev, that is 
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Stanton and Jones and myself, it was in a large front room 
where there are a number of tables, reading lamps, chairs, 
one thing and another, that is where the meeting, that is 
where the conference was held, and there were people com¬ 
ing in and out rather regularly, I mean at intervals. 

Q. Did you recognize any of them? A. There were one 
or two of Ketchum’s men there, as I recall, and there were 
other men whom I have seen in there at various times. Do 
you understand what I mean ? That I can’t, when you are 
giving testimony, you are supposed to be explicit. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Yes. A. And, as I say, if that was 
the only time that I had ever been in there, perhaps I would 
have an impression of certain people that were there then, 
and then only, but having been going to Pittsburgh per¬ 
haps two or three times a month, and in there, I see many 
of the same faces that you see time and again, so it 

9039 is awfully hard to say who was in that particular 
room at the particular time we were there. 

Q. Yes, I forget now—what was the date that you were 
in Pittsburgh that you were just speaking about, do you 
recall? A. The 22nd and 23rd. 

Q. Take the period before June 22nd, when you saw Mr. 
Weir at the Duquesne Club, did you have any conferences 
with Mr. Weir, say from the period beginning June 1st and 
up until the time you saw him at the Duquesne Club? A. 
I don’t think so, no. As I told you earlier in the cross 
examination, I have had conferences with Air. Weir regard¬ 
ing products which are produced by our company and sold 
to his company, hut those dates are not, well, I frankly 
don't recall the exact date. 

Q. Well, let’s take the period from the time the strike 
was called here at the Cambria Plant, June 11th, up until 
the time you saw him at the Duquesne Club. Do you re¬ 
call ever speaking to Mr. Weir? 

Mr. Moore: Oh, I object to that, because of the indefinite¬ 
ness of it. It has already been answered, taking the time 
up to June 22nd, now he has gone back and asked whether 
he can state as to the time beginning June 11th, 1937, I 
don’t— 

9040 Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, this question asks if 
he spoke, the other question asked if he saw. A man 

can very well speak to a person and not see them, he can 
speak to them over the telephone. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: lie may answer. 

The Witness: Will yon read the question, please? 

9041 ■ (The reporter repeated the pending question, as 

follows: 

k *Q. Well, let’s take the period from the time the strike 
was called here at the Cambria Plant, June 11th, up until 
the time you saw him at the Duquesne (Tub; do you recall 
ever speaking to Mr. Weir?”) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) On any other occasion, of course? 
A. Xo, I am not sure whether I saw him within that period 
or not, those things are rather hazy because I was in Pitts¬ 
burgh and I was in Xew York and I was on the road a good 
part of the time. 

Q. Prior to the time you saw Mr. Weir at the Duquesne 
(Tub on the 22nd or the 23rd, I believe you said you first 
saw him there, did you ever call Mr. Weir by telephone 
from the period beginning June 11th? A. I don’t think 
so, no. 

Q. Other than the time you have told us about that you 
spoke to Mr. Weir at the Duquesne (Tub, did you ever speak 
or ever call Mr. Weir to speak to him with reference to 
the strike situation here at the Cambria Plant of the Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company? 

Mr. Moore: I object to that, he asked the general ques¬ 
tion first and got a negative answer, now he asks the speci¬ 
fic question. He never spoke to him at all, lie didn’t 

9042 speak about anything. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objec¬ 
tion. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, may I say something? I 
don’t mean to violate your rule, but as I recall it, Mr. 
Waters said he wasn’t sure exactly when he spoke to Mr. 
Weir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Bead that previous question, 
the previous answer and the previous question. 

(The reporter repeated the previous question and answer 
as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I took the pause in there 
to mean, first, the man wasn’t sure and then he gave a 
definite “no”. 
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Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Well, are you sure? A. That is my 
recollection, yes, that I hadn’t phoned him. 

Mr. Moore: What was that? 

The Witness: That 1 hadn’t. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Some sav hadn’t and some sav 

% * 

had not; Mr. Waters is a “hadn’t”. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Did you ever hear from any one 
that Mr. Weir had underwritten the ad, the “We Pro¬ 
test” ad.? A. No. 

Mr. Moore: I object to it, Mr. Examiner, there is no 
basis for that question in the record. 

9043 Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Do you know what I mean 
when I say “underwritten”? A. Yes, I know what 

you mean. 

Mr. Moore: Just a minute now. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The witness has said “no”, he 
got his “no” in before you made your objection. 

Mr. Moore: All right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you want to withdraw the 
objection ? 

Mr. Moore: No, let it stand. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean— 

Mr. Moore: Let it stand. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean let the answer stand? 
Mr. Moore: Let tiie question and answer stand, I didn’t 
hear it. I withdraw my objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Did Reverend Stanton ever tell you 
that he had visited Mr. Weir during the month of June. 
1937? 

Mr. Moore: I object to that, there is no basis for tha+ 
in the record. 

The Witness: No, he never told me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Mr. Moore: Just a moment. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No. 

9044 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did any member of the Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee ever tell you that they had visited 

Mr. Weir? 

Mr. Moore: Same objection, Mr. Examiner, there is a 
way of asking questions that are correct, there isn’t 
any basis for that in the record. 
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Mr.iShawe: Well, I am asking the witness, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, if any one ever told him anything? 

Mr. Moore: It assumes a state of facts not in evidence, 
that is all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you answer that question? 

The Witness: What was that? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you answer that question? 

The Witness: Xo. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You may answer. 

The Witness: Read the question, please. 

(The reporter repeated the pending question as above 
set forth.) 

The Witness: When, I mean at what time? 

Q. (iBy Mr. Sliawe) During the entire month of June? 

ilr.i Moore: Now, Mr. Examiner, that presupposes that 

the witness has in mind the names of everv member of the 

% 

Citizens' Committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Not necessarily, the question 
is, did any member ever tell him ? 

Mr. Moore: Well, “visited Mr. Weir"— 

9045 Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, Mr. Weir. 

! Mr. Moore: Xow, there might be some one here 
who was a friend of Mr. Weir who may have visited at his 
home, I don’t know, yet he might be a good citizen of Johns¬ 
town, imigh have attended the meetings at the Country Club. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is your point, -Mr. Moore, that 
some one may have visited Mr. Weir and may have been a 
member of the Citizens’ Committee and may have told Mr. 
Waters that he visited Mr. Weir, but Mr. Waters didn’t 
know that he was a member of the Citizens’ Committee? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it is easy to fix that, you 
can borrow a leaf out of Mr. Moore’s general questions 
there, very well. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) If you know? 

Mr. Moore: Tell us something you don't know, Mr. Wa¬ 
ters. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that is one of those “any 
one whom you believe to have been or told you he was a 
member of the Citizens’ Committee". That is one of those 
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questions, did he tell you during the month of June that he 
had visited Mr. Weir ? 

The Witness: Xot that I recall, no, if I under- 
9946 stand the question correctly, it is a rather involved 
one with the various interpretations, but I think the 
answer is correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, 1 don't think it is so in¬ 
volved, read it back, you should really be an expert on these 
now, Mr. Waters. 

The Witness: There are three different interpretations, 
Mr. Examiner. 

(The reporter repeated the question of the Trial Exam¬ 
iner as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, rephrase the question 
with that in mind. 

Mr. Shawe: With your permission I will borrow Mr. 
Moore’s form of questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think you can do a lot worse 
right here. Mr. Broun, I am not meaning to slight you when 
I say Mr. Moore's questions, but since lie read them first— 

Mr. Broun: I am very glad to have Mr. Moore have the 
authorship. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, he is very good at drafting compli¬ 
cated questions. 

Mr. Moore: Well, it is the person that read them, not 
the person that composed them— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is correct— 

9047 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, did any member or rep¬ 
resentative of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or 
its Executive Committee or of any other committee of the 
Johnstown Citizens' Committee ever tell you that they had 
visited Mr. Ernest T. Weir during the month of June, 1937 
or July, 1937? A. Xot that T recall, no. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever hear that any member 
or representative of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or 
of its Executive Committee or any other committee of the 
Johnstown Citizens' Committee had visited Mr. Ernest T. 
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Weir during the month of June or July, 1937? A. You 
mean other than the meetings that 1 had with them, the 
times that 1 had, the time I met with him? 

Q. Yes, sir. A. Other than that ? 

Q. Yes, sir. A. Xo, I don't know— 

Q. Did you ever hear from any member or representative 
of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or of its Executive 
Committee or of any other committee of the Johnstown Cit¬ 
izens' Committee that Mr. Ernest T. Weir had un- 
904S derwritten the “We Protest" ad.? 

Mr. Moore: Well, that is not a question that 
comes within mine, Mr. Examiner. I object to that, there is 
no basis for it in the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Moore: There is nothing in the record to show that 
it ever was underwritten by Mr. Weir or anybody else, 
with the possible exception of the committee itself. 

Mr. Sliawe: I asked the man. 1 am asking Mr. Waters, if 
he ever heard such a statement, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Moore: Well, there isn't any basis for it, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, that is just my objection to it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Xo, 1 read in the paper that he had, the 
Xew York Times, I have forgotten the date, as a matter 
of fact I know the arrangements that were made with Mr. 
Jones to take on the work, so to me all this argument about 
Weir underwriting, it was just so much unnecessary con¬ 
versation. Mr. Jones undertook to carry out the program 
at the meeting at the Country Club Monday evening, it is 
not a new undertaking for him. He knew the people that 
were back of the movement in town, he had confidence in it, 
he had done work of that kind before, took on the 
9049 task of raising some forty thousand dollars for the 
Woodrow Wilson Memorial Foundation or Fund, of 

which President Roosevelt was the chairman, without anv 

% 

definite commitments or contracts other than the knowledge 
that the people with whom he was dealing were all right 
and that he was sponsoring or backing a program or a cause 
that there would be no difficulty in raising the money for, 
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and lie liad the same attitude and feeling toward this situa¬ 
tion. 

Q. Do you know Mr. Eugene Grace/ A. Xo. 

Q. You don't know him? A. 1 know of him, I never met 

him. 

Q. Do vou know Mr. Larkin? A. Larkin? 

Q. Yes* 

Mr. Moore: What Larkin? 

Mr. Shawe: J. \Y. Larkin, I believe are his initials. 

Mr. Moore: Not the J. W. Larkin I know. 

Mr. Shawe: J. M. Larkin, one of the Vice-presidents of 
the Bethlehem Steel. 

The Witness: Xo, I do not. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you have any conversations 
with Mr. Sidney I). Evans during the month of June, 

9050 1937? A. 1 only recall one conversation with Mr. 
Evans and 1 can't state whether it was in June or 

July. 

Q. Do you recall where it took place? A. It was in the 
Chamber of Commerce rooms one morning, 1 don't remem¬ 
ber the date, that is why I say I am not sure whether it was 
June or July, and the conversation was very short and quite 
to the point and this is about the substance of it, 1 asked 
him whether it would not be possible for the men in the 
mills to contribute money for the ad. and the campaign to 
raise money to get this thing across. 

Q. You mean to the publicity of the Citizens' Committee? 
A. Yes, for the publicity of the committee, that, as far as I 
can recall, is the extent of my conversation with Mr. Evans 
during all this difficulty. 

Q. Do you recall—excuse me—do you recall what Mr. 
Evans said? A. He said that he did not know what could 
be done, that is my recollection. 

Q. Do you recall who else was present when you had this 
conversation with him ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There wasn't any— 

Mr. Moore: I object to that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was anyone else present? 

The Witness: There were other people in the 

9051 room, but not present when he and 1 were talking. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Who else was in the room? 
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A. I don’t recall, there was considerable confusion in there, 
people coinin';- in and out, reporters and so on. 

Q. Do you recall that this was after you had become chair¬ 
man of the Finance Committee? A. That’s right. 

Q. Do you recall whether Lawrence Campbell was in the 
room? A. I don’t remember now. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am sorry, I missed that, what 
did you say Mr. Evans said, Mr. Waters? 

The Witness: I said he didn't know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did Mr. Evans speak with any one 
else in the room that morning o'* that afternoon, whenever 
the meeting was held? 

Mr. Moore: Xow just a moment, Mr. Examiner, there 
isn’t any statement there was any meeting held anywhere. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Read that question. 

(The reporter repented the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Was there a meeting the day that 
you spoke to Mr. Evans? A. There wasn't to my 
.00.V2 knowledge a meeting, I was in there, I don't recall 
for what particular purpose. 1 was only in there a 
few minutes and T bumped into Mr. Evans, he was there 
and I asked him at the time whether it would not be possi¬ 
ble to get the men in the mill to contribute, that after all 
this was done for their benefit and help as much as anything 
else. 

Q. What was Mr. Evans doing when you came into the 
room? A. T don't recall. 

Q. Were there any other members of the. Citizens' Com¬ 
mittee there that day that you spoke to Mr. Evans? 

Mr. Moore: Xow, just a moment, Mr. Shawe is going to 
get into difficulty with the Court some of these days if he 
does not learn better than that, were there any other mem¬ 
bers of the Citizens’ Committee— 

Mr. Shawe: Well, are you a member of the Citizens' 
Committee, Mr. Waters? 

The 1 Witness: T am. or T was at that time. 

Mr. Moore: He had not testified—he has now. 
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Mr. Shawe: Ho lias testified. T believe, oil bis direct ex¬ 
amination, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Moore: Well, be said be did not— 

Mr. Sliawe: Tliat is, a member of tbe Finance 
5»Oo3 Committee. and In* told me this meeting took place 
after be became chairman of tbe Finance Committee, 
T certainly think that it is a fair assumption that this man 
was a member of tbe Citizens' Committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, be told us be was a mem¬ 
ber. 

Mr. Shawe: Then T don't know what Mr. Moore’s objec¬ 
tion is, I don't see it. 

Mr. Moore: Well, be hasn't fixed the date, be doesn’t 
know whether it was in June or July. 

Mr. Shawe: But be has also told us that it was after tbe 
meeting*, after be was appointed chairman of the Finance 
Committee, and if a man who is chairman of the Finance 
Committee of tbe Citizens' Committee isn't a member of 
tbe Citizens* Committee, then T would like to know who is. 

Mr. Moore: We haven't any evidence in tin* record as to 
when the Citizens* Committee was dissolved, nobody has 
testified whether it is in existence now. There has been 
some date, somebody testified, perhaps two people, that it 
was after, some time around July, the middle of July, the 
15th or something of that sort. 1 don't know. If you will 
fix tbe date, why, then, we will have something* to 
9054 go by. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, tbe day that you spoke 
to Mr. Evans, you just related tbe conversation that you 
bad with him in tbe offices of the Chamber of Commerce? 
A. That is correct. 

Q. Were there any members of the Citizens* Committee, 
there? A. Frankly I don't remember, there was a great 
deal of confusion with reporters and members of the Pub¬ 
licity staffs coming in and out and I frankly don't remember 
the individuals who were there. I do know that that was tbe 
only time that T saw Mr. Evans, talked with Mr. Evans dur¬ 
ing this difficulty, practically. 

Q. Did you talk with Mr. Ellicott during tbe month of 
June, 1937? A. I saw Mr. Ellicott once during June, that 
was at the Stanwix Hotel when be was on bis way up to 
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see, or after lie had come down from seeing Colonel Jane¬ 
way. 

Q. AATis any one else with him.* A. The Mayor was with 
him. 

Q. Mayor Shields? A. Yes. 

Q. AYho else? A. That is all that I can recall. 

Q. AYas any one with you at the time? A. Rev- 
eivml Stanton and 1 were there together in the lobby 
of the hotel, and I don't recall whether it was on the 
way. whether it was, whether the meeting took place when 
Mr. Eiiicott was going up to see the Colonel or coming 
down, if is not of any consequence, I guess, that's the only 
time that I saw him, spoke to him. 

Q. AYas that after the declaration of the so-called mar¬ 
tial law? A. That was after the martial law was lifted or 
being lifted, I think, he was on his way up to conclude ar¬ 
rangements. 

Q. AYhat did you say to Mr. Eiiicott on that occasion? A. 
I asked him what progress was being made in getting mar¬ 
tial law lifted or permission to open the plants, just a cas¬ 
ual conversation. 

Q. AYhat did he say ? A. AYell, there is where I am a lit¬ 
tle confused, as I said. I don't recall whether he was going 
up or had come down because the conversation was very in¬ 
definite in that he had seen the Colonel about lifting mar¬ 
tial law, or was on his way up to see him, at the time, as I 
recall, he did not know definitely just what the outcome 
would be. 

Q. Did you have a conversation with the Mayor on that 
occasion: A. As I recall, he was present when we 
905G were talking about it. 

Q. Do you mind telling us where you and Air. Stan¬ 
ton were going on that occasion ? A. I was on my way out to 
my office. 

Q. Had you and Air. Stanton attended any meetings of 
any kind on that occasion on that day? A. I don't recall 
whether I just happened to meet him in the lobby of the 
hotel or not, I think I did. 

Q. Are you a member of the Johnstown Chamber of Com¬ 
merce? A. I am. 

Q. Do you hold any office in the Johnstown Chamber of 
Commerce ? A. Xo. 
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Q. Did you ever discuss the matter of soliciting the men 
in the mills in the Cambria Plant of the Bethlehem Steel 
Company for contributions toward the paying of the pub¬ 
licity put in the papers by John Price Jones? 

Mr. Moore: 1 object to that question, there is no basis 
for it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objec- 

9057 tion. 

Q. (By Mr. Nhawe) 1 believe you told us that you 
asked Mr. Evans a question about soliciting the men in the 
Cambria Plant of the Bethlehem Steel Company to con¬ 
tribute money toward the payment of the publicity of the 
Citizens' Committee ! 

Mr. Moore: I don't think he asked that question. 

The Witness: If you will read the question— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, that isn't it. 

The Witness: You will get the answer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us again what you did say, 
please. 

The Witness: I suggested to Mr. Evans that he have 
the members of the Steel Workers Committee who were 
collaborating with the Citizens' Committee solicit funds. 

Mr. Shawe: May we have the witness' answer, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the answer. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever make that suggestion 
to any one else ? A. Xo. I did not. 

Q. Did you ever make that suggestion at any meeting of 
the Citizens' Committee? A. Xo. 

Q. Was the matter ever discussed at any meeting 

9058 that you attended of the Citizens' Committee? A. 

It was not. 

Q. I wasn't quite sure, Mr. Waters, who invited you to 
the first meeting that you attended of the Citizens' Com¬ 
mittee. A. I think it was Phillip Walters. 

Q. Phillip Walters? A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. Who is lie, sir/ A. He is a local business man engaged 
in the lumber business. 

Q. Do you recall what he said when lie called you or asked 
you to'come to the meeting/ A. 1 think L have already tes¬ 
tified that I received a phone call in the morning, June 20th, 
shortly before noon, in which I was asked, invited, to attend 
a meeting of the Citizens at the Country (dub that after¬ 
noon at about 2:30. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This is off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Does the National Radiator Corpo¬ 
ration do any business with the Bethlehem Steel Company 
or with the Bethlehem Steel Corporation? A. Yes. 
9039 Q. What kind of business? A. Buys rods from 
Bethlehem and Bethlehem purchases condensing and 
cooling sections, and some radiation. 

Q. Would you say that the volume of business that you 
do with the Bethlehem Corporation is substantial ? A. No. 

Mr. Moore: Now, just a minute. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was that Corporation or Com¬ 
pany? I don't think the witness has said which. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you do business with the Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company or the Bethlehem Steel Corporation? 
A. 1 don’t have the distinction clearly in mind, there is one, 
but I can't tell you which it is. When we speak of Bethle¬ 
hem we mean doing business with the operating company, 
I suppose. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that the operating company 
in Johnstown, I mean the company that has the plant or 
operates the plant in Johnstown ? 

The Witness: Well, the orders, I presume, come from 
here, 1 from the local office, or they may come from Beth¬ 
lehem, I really don't know. I am not sure as to that point. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, at any rate I think it is 
clear that the witness in his answer, however, although he 
may say company or corporation, clearly is not using 
9060 it in the strict technical sense, is that correct, Mr. 
Waters? 

The Witness: Yes. 
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Mr. Moore: As I understand, it is “or" and not “and", 
lie hasn't testified that lie has done business with both. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, simply Bethlehem. 

Mr. Shawe: I said “or" in my question, 1 believe. 

Mr. Moore: It goes further than that, doesn't it, I under¬ 
stood him to say whatever the name was it was the operat¬ 
ing company. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: The company that sells the product of 
the corporation. 

Mr. Moore: The steel products ! 

The Witness: That's right. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Does the Johnstown Plant of the 
National Radiator Corporation buy or sell any products to 
the Cambria Plant of the Bethlehem Steel Company here in 
Johnstown ! 

Mr. Moore: Well, now, that is not an intelligent ques¬ 
tion. 

The Witness: That isn't—pardon me, Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore: That isn't an intelligent question, sell it to a 
plant, sell for delivery at a plant— 

Mr. Shawe: Strike the question. 

9061 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Does the National Radiator 
Corporation deliver any merchandise to file Cam¬ 
bria Plant? A. Very little from here. 

Mr. Moore: What do you mean by that, very little prod¬ 
uct that is manufactured at the Johnstown Plant of the Na¬ 
tional Radiator? 

The Witness: Yes, that is correct. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Does the Cambria Plant of the Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company deliver merchandise to the Johnstown 
Plant of the National Steel Corporation? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What? 

Mr. Moore: T don't know. Mr. Examiner, I hate to ob¬ 
ject, but 1 do wish we could have a record clear, all these 
questions are “Does", and to my mind they don't mean 
anything. T have allowed them to go on but I wish they 
could be a little more specific. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, let's take the year— 

Trial Examiner Blo-om: Strike that last question. 

Mr. Shawe: All right. 
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Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) During' the year 1937, did the Na¬ 
tional Steel Corporation purchase any merchandise from 
the Bethlehem Steel Company? A. I don’t know. 

Mr. Moore: Ask him—just a minute—well, all 

9062 right. 

The Witness: I don’t know. 

( t ). (’Ey Mr. Sliawe) Would you give us an estimate of 
the total amount of sales made by the National Badiator 
Corporation to the Bethlehem Steel Company during the 
year 1937? A. I couldn't begin to give it to you, I don't 
know. 

Q. Could you give me approximately the amount of sales 
made by the Bethlehem Steel Company to the National Ra¬ 
diator Corporation during the year 1937? 

Mr. Moore: I object to it, Mr. Examiner, entirely irrele¬ 
vant and immaterial. 

The Witness: T frankly can't. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I can't give you that because I don’t at¬ 
tempt to retain those figures in my mind. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Anything more, Mr. Shawe? 

Mr. Shawe: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore? 

R ed i rect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Waters, you know, and perhaps 
all the rest of us know the Duquesne Club, know well what 
the room is to which you referred as the room that you and 
Mr. Stanton and Mr. Weir and others were in; can you 
tell us what that was, more plainly, was it a private 

9063 room? 

Mr. Shawe: What does Mr. Moore mean by “pri¬ 
vate." Mr. Examiner? 

Mr. Moore: I mean a room in which Mr. Waters and Mr. 
Stanton and the others had exclusive use of. 

The Witness: Our meeting convened, Mr. Moore, in the 
large front room. 1 don't know if you have been in the 
Club. 

Mr. Moore: I know the club very well. 

The Witness: That answers your question, I think. 

Mr. Moore: I wanted the record to show it because those 
that read the record don't know anything about the Club. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Frankly, I confess I have never 
been in the Duquesne Club and the one who reads the rec¬ 
ord, or the ones who read it may know as little as I do about 
it, the record isn't clear. Will you describe it? 

Mr. Moore: That is what I wanted to try to get. 

The Witness: I think I did describe it, Mr. Examiner, as 
a large front room with reading lamps, tables with maga¬ 
zines on them, easy chairs. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if! may put one question 
ro you, what are the means ol the ingress and egress, many 
doors or one? 

9064 The Witness: Two doors. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are they large? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are they curtained, or are they 
folding doors? 

The Witness: Xo, curtained doors. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Curtained doors? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: From inside the room can you 
look outside into the lobby or the hall? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You can? 

The Witness: Yes. 

9065 Trial Examiner Bloom : Could one passing by the 
room look into the room? 

The Witness: That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Can you give me any idea as to how 
large the room is as compared with this one? A. Oh, I 
would say that it was about the same width as this room, 
and perhaps half again as long this way (indicating). 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Does someone want to venture 
a guess here? I will say for the record that this room is 
sufficiently large to accommodate counsel, Trial Examiner, 
the court reporters, newspaper reporters, and possibly 125 
spectators, comfortably, that is. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I would be glad to make a guess, I 
would say 40 feet wide, at least, and 50 feet long. 

The Witness: Well then, that room is probably 75 feet 
long, maybe. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: I would say your guess is within 
shooting distance, Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Shawe, how do you feel about it ? 

Mr. Shawe: I am really not very good at widths or 
lengths. 1 don't know. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, Mi-. Waters, if you have that 
in mind, is the room at any time used as a private 
90(>(> room? Did you have it as a private room? A. Xo, 
sir. 

Q. Do I understand then that other persons who had the 
right to go in and out of the club had the right to go into this 
room? A. That is correct, yes. 

Q. And did other persons who had nothing to do with 
your party in any way go in and out of the room while you 
were there? A. That is right, correct. 

Q. Many of them? A. I'd say yes. 

Q. Well, would you think it was fair for me to liken that 
room in the club to, say, as to the guests of the cub, to a 
lobby in a hotel ? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, I think the 
record is perfectly clear now just what type of room it was, 
and I don't think that Mr. Moore's comparison is quite 
fair. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T will sustain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, did you regard people who 
came in and went out of that room as being a part of your 
party and being a part of your conference while you were 
there? A. Xo. they weren't, they were just coming 
9067 out. some of them came over and talked to me and it 
was very informal, I mean the whole gathering. 

(). Well, when you speak of the whole gathering what do 
you mean? A. I mean everybody that was in, that consti¬ 
tuted our party that went down to Pittsburgh, and then as 
other people would come into the room, talk with you or 
move on. pass the time of day. as you do. 

O. But they did not come in, as I understand it, to con¬ 
fer with yon about the business for which you were in Pitts- 
1 >u rgh ? 

Mi*. Shawe: I object to the form of the question, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, a statement of fact— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer, did they come 
in to confer with you? 
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The Witness: I would sav, I would sav that thev did not, 
we met them there, that is, we met these people in there, 
as you say, you hump into a person in a hotel lobby or in 
the club lobby or something of that kind. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would the word ‘‘casual" de¬ 
scribe the meeting? 

The Witness: Yes, I think casual would be a good word 
to describe it. 

Mr. Moore: That is all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Shawe? 

5M)6S Mr. Sliawe: There is just one question. 1 don't 
suppose you could call it proper recross, but if I may 
have the permission of Mr. Moore and yourself I would 
like to ask one question. 

Recross Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) T wasn’t just clear how you became 
chairman of the Finance Committee, I don't think the rec¬ 
ord is quite complete on it, and 1 wish you would tell us 
again. A. By appointment of Mr. Francis Martin. 

Q. Where were you when that appointment was made? 
A. 1 was at a meeting at the Country Club. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I might say. Mr. Shawe, he told 
us about this on direct examination, if your worry is for 
tlie record, why it is in. 

Mr. Shawe: That is all my worry is for. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is clear. 

The Witness: T told you that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He told us on direct examina¬ 
tion. Do you have anything further? 

Mr. Shawe: That is all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is just one question I 
wanted to ask you. 

Examination by the Chair 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) You stated. 1 be- 
f>065) lieve, that at the time that you met Mr. Evans you 
suggested to him that lie have the members of the 
Steel Workers' Committee solicit funds: why did you make 
that statement to Mr. Evans, how did you happen to make 
that statement ? 

Mr. Moore: Well, may I interrupt you. I don't think 
he said that. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, here is what he said, if I 
am wrong, please correct me, Mr. Waters: “I suggested 
to Mr. Evans that he have the members of the Steel Work¬ 
ers* Committee who were collaborating with the Citizens' 
Committee to solicit funds." That is the way I have it. 

Mr. Moore: That is right. 


The Witness: That is correct. 

Mr. Moore: “Who were collaborating with the Citizens’ 
Committee." 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mri Moore: Thai is the phrase previously left out, and 
it seems to me it is very significant, there is a very great 
limitation there. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, that is right, thank you. 
Mr. Moore, T did leave that out. I am glad you called that 
to my attention. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) The question is then, 
Mr. Waters, why did you make that statement to Mr. 

Evans and how did it come about that you made 
WTO such a statement to him. > A. Well, I would say that 
it came about in this way, on that occasion it was the 
only time I saw Mr. Evans to talk with him. I had seen 
him on the street during the troubled times and it occurred 
to me that he would probably be the best man to talk to the 
members of the other committee. He probably knew them 
and that is why 1 suggested it to him. 

Q. What made you think he would be the best man? A. 
Well, he is supposed to be the representative in the nego¬ 
tiations of any of their labor difficulties, questions, prob¬ 
lems, 1 believe he is referred to as “Management's repre¬ 
sentative." 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did von get that last answer? 

Mr. Moore: 1 didn't get it, the car went by. Will you 
read it back, please ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that, please. 


(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 


Mr. Moore: I have one question for you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moore: Take the question which you have, the state¬ 
ment 1 he made, “suggested to Mr. Evans that he have mem- 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 4687 


hers of the Steel Workers’ Committee who were collabor¬ 
ating: with the Citizens’ Committee in soliciting* 


9071 funds.” 

Trial Examiner: 


He didn't say “in soliciting 


funds." 

Mr. Moore: “To solicit funds.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: “To solicit." 

Mr. Moore: How will you punctuate that/ 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is why I left off the “who 
were collaborating with." I think that Mr. Moore's ques¬ 
tion is a good one because we might have it in the record 
the way the witness intended it to be. 

Mr. Shawe: Don't you think it would be fair to the wit¬ 
ness to write it up and lot him punctuate it? 

Mr. Moore: Xo, I think it is fair to find out from the 
witness what he meant by saying, “the members of the 
Steel Workers' Committee who were collaborating with 
the Citizens* Committee.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Von mean by the phrase “who 


we re col la bo ra ting"? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you tell us, please? 

The Witness: There was a Steel Workers' Committee 
that was cooperating, perhaps that is a better word, with 
the Citizens' Committee, ami it occurred to me that the 
members of that committee might be the vehicle or the 
means of soliciting funds for our advertising expenses. 

Mr. Moore: That satisfies me. Xow will the Ex- 
9072 aminer instruct the stenographer to put a comma 
after the word “committee" and before the word 


4 4 who'' ? 


Trial Examiner Bloom: And before the words “Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee.” 

Xow the way I punctuated it, frankly, was this: “I sug¬ 
gested to Mr. Evans that he haw the members of the Steel 
Workers' Committee, who were collaborating '*’ith the Cit¬ 
izens' Committee, to solicit funds." 

Mr. Moore: That is all right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that agreeable to all counsel ? 

Mr. Shawe: I would like to see it written out, myself. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Waters, do you approve of 
my punctuation? 
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Mr. Shave: T tliink tin* tiling should bo written out. 

The Witness: I am not the one that is questioning. 

Mr. Shawe: May I have the statement, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: “I >uggosted to.Mr. Evans that 
he ha\ l e the members of the Steel Workers Committee, who 
were collaborating with the Citizens* Committee, to solicit 
funds." 

Mr. Shawe: It is all right with me, if that is the way 
the witness thinks it should he punctuated. I mean, after 
all, 1 think he is the one that should determine that 
9073 rather than we. Does that meet with your approval, 
Mr. Witness? 

The Witness: Well, it doesn't seem to me. gentlemen, 
that it is a question for me to deride. I have merely at¬ 
tempted to convey to you my ideas. Xow you are lawyers, 
and a comma misplaced means an awful lot to you, I realize 
that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, Mr. Waters, thank 
you, sir. 

You are excused. 

(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 9:30 tomorrow morning. 

(Whereupon, at b:4b o’clock pun., Eebruary 8, 1038, the 
hearing was adjourned to 0:30 o’clock a .-ns., February 9, 
1938.)" 
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R-177 

Banquet Room, 

Hendler Hotel, 

Johnstown, Pennsylvania. 

Wednesday, February 9, 1938. 

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing pursuant 
to adjournment, at 9:30 o'clock a. m. 

Before: 

Frank Bloom, Trial Examiner. 
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Appearances: 

Martin I. Rose, Esq., and Earle K. Shawe, Esq., (Wash¬ 
ington, D. C.), Attorneys on behalf of the National 
Labor Relations Board. 

Hoyt A. Moore, Esq., E. Fontaine Broun, Esq., and Eu¬ 
gene E. Ford, Esq., (of the firm of Cravath, de Gers- 
dorff, Swaine & Wood), 15 Broad Street, New York, 
N. Y., Attorneys on behalf of the Respondents. 

9078 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come 
to order. 

9139 (Whereupon at 12:05 o'clock p. m., a recess was 
taken until 1:30 o'clock p. m.) 
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Banquet Room, 

Hendler Hotel, 

Johnstown, Pennsylvania. 

Thursday, February 10, 1938. 

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing pursuant 
to adjournment, at 10:00 o’clock a. m. 

Before: 

Frank Bloom, Trial Examiner. 

Appearances: 

Martin I. Rose, Esq., and Earle K. Shawe, Esq., (Wash¬ 
ington, D. C.), Attorneys on behalf of the National 
Labor Relations Board. 

Hoyt A. Moore, Esq., E. Fontaine Broun, Esq., and Eu¬ 
gene E. Ford, Esq., (of the firm of Cravath, de Gers- 
dorff, Swaine & Wood), 15 Broad Street, New York, 
N. Y.. Attorneys on behalf of the Respondents. 
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914o Proceed ings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come 
to order. Mr. Ford? 

9293 ' Trial Examiner Bloom: Nine-thirty Monday. 

(Thereupon, at 3:07 o'clock, p. m., February 10, 1938, the 
hearing was adjourned to 9:30 o’clock a. m., February 14, 
1938.) 
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R-177 

Banquet Room, 

Hendler Hotel, 

Johnstown, Pennsylvania. 

Thursday, February 17, 1938. 

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing pursuant 
to adjournment, at 9:30 o’clock a. m. 

Before: 

Frank Bloom, Trial Examiner. 


A ppea ranees: 

Martin I. Rose, Esq., and Earle K. Shawe, Esq., (Wash¬ 
ington, D. 0.), Attorneys on behalf of the National 
Labor Relations Board. 

Hoyt A. Moore, Esq., E. Fontaine Broun, Esq., and Eu¬ 
gene E. Ford, Esq., (of the firm of Cravath, de Gers- 
dorff, Swaine & Wood), 15 Broad Street, New York, 
N. Y., Attorneys on behalf of the Respondents. 


9298 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come 
to order. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. McGinlev, will you please take the 
stand? 

Edgar F. McGinley a witness called by and on behalf of 
the Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows: 
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Direct Examination 

(<). (By Mr. Broun) Will you please state your full 
name, sir, and spell it, so that the reporter may get it cor¬ 
rectly? A. Edgar, E-d-g-a-r, P. McGinley, M-c G-i-n-l-e-y. 

( t >. Capital G? A. Capital G. 

Q. Where is your residence, Mr. McGinley? A. Westmont, 
that is a suburban section of Johnstown. 

Q. And what is your business? A. Wholesale paper. 

Mr. Shawe: May we have the street address, please? 

Mr. Broun: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you give us your street address 
of both you)* residence and your office? A. The street ad¬ 
dress would be Menoher Highway. 

9299 Q. That is your residence? A. Residence. 

Q. That is your residence address? A. That is my 
residence. 

Q. What is the address of your office? A. 619 Railroad 
Street. 

Q. Do you mind giving us the name of the concern? A. 
Anderson Paper & Twine Company. 

Q. That office is in Johnstown City? A. Yes. 

(>. Do you remember when the strike among the employees 
at the Cambria Plant of the Bethlehem Steel Company 
began? A. I do. 

Q. Will vou give us the date as you recall it? A. June 
11, 1936, 1937. " 

Q. ’37? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That is the last June past? A. Last June. 

Q. Will you tell me whether or not in the few days subse¬ 
quent to June 11, 1937, you received any reports or any in¬ 
formation with respect to the strike? A. I don't recall re¬ 
ceiving any, no. 

Q. Did any information of any sort come to you 

9300 with regard to the strike? A. I don’t recall any prior 
to the strike. 

Q. Xo, no, not prior to the strike, Mr. McGinley, after the 
strike began, after June 11th? A. Oh, yes. 

Q. What information did you receive? A. Well, I will 
start with Monday morning, when I first read it in the 
paper, read of the strike in the paper, and of what happened 
in Franklin Boro. 

Q. Do you recall what was in the paper that morning, 
what statements were made, in substance? 
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Mr. Sliawe: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, answer. 

The Witness: It was pertaining to disorder that was 
brought about through those who wanted to work and those 
who did not want to work, mostly at the Franklin Plant. 

(,). (By Mr. Broun) (’an you recall a little more speci¬ 
fically whether the newspaper article stated what the nature 
of the disorder was? A. It consisted of slugging: each other 
with brick hats and clubs, stoning: street cars and abusing 
those who wished to work. 

Q. Did you receive any further information or do any¬ 
thing yourself on that Monday, dune 14th, with reference 

to the strike or not ? A. On Mondav it was necessarv 

• • 

9201 that 1 go to Altoona, the Altoona office, and realiz¬ 
ing it was my intention of staying over on Monday 
evening, I recall that was Flag Day and we usually cele¬ 
brate it: in Altoona. The fact that I was rather more or less 
active in the affairs of Johnstown, and realizing that this 
was quite a serious affair, 1 deemed it advisable to come 
hack to Johnstown that evening. 

Q. That was Monday evening, June 14th? A. Monday 
evening. June 14th. 

9M02 Q. Xow, did anything take place in connection with 
the strike in so far as vou were concerned after vou 

i * * 

returned to Johnstown on that evening? A. Upon my ar¬ 
rival at the office there were several notes there and one 
was that I was to attend a meeting at the Elks Home. That 
seemed most important and I immediately went to the Elks. 

Q. Did the note state when the meeting was to be held? 
A. If I recall correctly, it was seven or seven-thirty, I think 
seven-thirty. 

(>. On what day? A. Monday evening, the 14tli. 

Q. That same evening? A. The same evening. 

Q. And you say you went to the meeting? A. 1 went to 
the meeting. 

Q. You mentioned your Altoona office, that is an office of 
the same company with which you are connected in Johns¬ 
town? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you recall whether on the next day, Tuesday, June 
15th, you did anything or received any information with 
respect to the strike ? A. In order to bring that out it might 
he necessary that I go back to the meeting of the 14th. 



KF.TH. STEEL CO. ET AT.. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 4693 


Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all right, go right 

9303 ahead. 

The Witness: At which time there was a commit¬ 
tee appointed to interview Mr. Watkins, Mr. David Wat¬ 
kins, who was the organizer of the strikers. I was ap¬ 
pointed on that committee along with four others to inter¬ 
view Mr. Watkins to see if it were possible to have law and 
order in our city during the crisis. 

I was called on Tuesday afternoon, the loth, to meet with 
this committee and Mr. Watkins in the study of Rev. Nicely. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) May I interrupt you just a moment, 
Mr. McGinley. You say that the committee was appointed 
to interview Mr. Watkins to see if law and order could be 
maintained, if I understand you. A. Yes. 

Q. You mean that those were the instructions given to 
the committee at the time of its appointment, or not? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that question, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that is an en¬ 
tirely proper question, it is responsive to the statements 
the witness just made, and it is asked for the purpose of 
clearing the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think the answer would be— 
Mr. Broun: I withdraw the question. 

9304 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Would you mind telling me, 
Mr. McGinley, whether or not any specific instruc¬ 
tions were given to the committee to which you referred? 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, it has already been testi¬ 
fied to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead: answer it. 

The Witness: We were to interview Mr. Watkins, see if 
it were possible for us to prevail upon him to keep law and 
order in our city during the strike. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now will you go ahead, Mr. McGin¬ 
ley, and tell us what occurred at the meeting, but will you 
first tell us who were appointed as members of the commit¬ 
tee? A. Who were appointed? 

Q. Yes, or who were the members of the committee. A. 
D. P. Weimer, Rev. Nicely, Rabbi Granowitz, A. M. Custer, 
and myself. 

Q. Did the committee have a chairman, do you recall? A. 
Well usually when a committee is appointed the first name 
is usually the chairman. Mr. Weimer did not attend the 
meeting. As a result Rev. Nicely acted as more or less the 
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chairman in getting ns acquainted around the circle to dis¬ 
cuss the problem confronting us. 

Q. Well now vou attended that meeting, I under- 

9305 stand? A. I did. 

Q. Will you tell us what took place there? A. It 
was said to Mr. Watkins— 

Q. Now. Mister— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what was said. 

Q. (Bv Mr. Broun) Mr. McGinley, if I may interrupt, 
can you tell us what was said by each person in substance, 
so far as you recall, rather than giving a conclusive state¬ 
ment to the effect that something was conveyed? A. Mr. 
Watkins was questioned to quite some extent by Rabbi 
Granowitz pertaining to— 

Mr. fehawe: Mr. Examiner, may we have the conversa¬ 
tion? 

9306 Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us as best you can, 
Mr. McGinley, what he said, that is what Rabbi 

Granowitz said what the other people present said, not their 
exact language, we don't expect you to remember that, but 
substantially what each of the individuals at the meeting 
said. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. McGinley, before you start on 
that, I don’t believe you told us, except the members of the 
Committee and the fact that Mr. Weimer was not present, 
who was present at this meeting: now, you referred to Mr. 
Watkins— A. Lawrence Campbell was there instead of Mr. 
Weimer and Mr. Watkins was accompanied by a gentle¬ 
man by the name of Stephenson. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Can you tell us whether or not the 
members of the committee, including Mr. Campbell, were 
there before all of them were there, or before Mr. Stephen¬ 
son and Mr. Watkins came or not, I mean, whether or not 
the members of the committee including Mr. Campbell were 
all of them there before Mr. Stephenson and Mr. Watkins 
came? A. We were all there before the arrival of the other 
two gentlemen, Mr. Watkins and Mr. Stephenson. 

Q. This was at the Lutheran Church? A. The Lutheran 
Church, the Reverend’s study at the Lutheran 

9307 Church. 

Q. Now, will you please go ahead and take up 
where I interrupted you and tell us what took place at the 
meeting by giving us the conversations in substance, in so 
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far as you remember them. A. I recall Reverend Nicely con¬ 
veyed to the gentlemen the object of the meeting. We were 
appointed as a committee from the Citizens’ Committee to 
see what we could do so as not to have a repetition of what 
had happened on the Sunday previous. 

Q. What had happened where, Mr. McGinley ? A. At the 
Franklin Plant. Rabbi Granowitz did most of the question¬ 
ing and it was taken up later by Lawrence Campbell to 
learn exactly who was the tops or the higher-up in regard 
to the management of the strikers. 

Mr. Sliawe: Who asked that? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Were any questions asked by Mr. 
Campbell to elicit information of that sort, or which you 
thought were asked for that purpose? A. Mr. Campbell 
asked for that information. 

Q. And you say that the object of the meeting was stated. 
Was that stated by some person present in substance as you 
have stated it here, or not? A. It was stated by practically 
all of those present. 

9308 Q. Now, Mr. McGinley, you have been, in describ¬ 
ing this meeting, telling us that Mr. Campbell, for 
instance, asked questions, to learn who was the “tops”, and 
that the object of the meeting was conveyed to Mr. Wat¬ 
kins. Lender the rules of evidence, witnesses must testify 
as to conversations which took place: tell in so far as they 
can remember what one person said and what other persons 
said, on the theory that it is then, from those conversations, 
that the trier of the facts, or the person who determines the 
issues will decide what conclusion should be drawn, rather 
than the witness stating a conclusion. 

Now it is, of course, you may understand, a conclusion on 
your part to say that Mr. Campbell questioned Mr. Watkins 
for the purpose of learning who was the “tops”. So that 
if you understand the distinction that I am speaking of— 
if you would give us what Mr. Campbell said in asking the 
questions, in so far as you could remember, and what the 
other persons present at the meeting said, rather than to 
qualify the statement to the effect that they questioned them 
for a certain purpose— 

Mr. Broun: If you might permit me to make that sug¬ 
gestion to the witness, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, might I suggest that 
vou more or less instruct the witnesses to that effect, 
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9309 when they begin tlieir testimony? I think it is a very 
good suggestion. T mean, absolutely, the average 

layman that testifies in proceedings does not know any¬ 
thing about these things, and he is going to tell his story 
as it appears to him. 

I think if you would stress the fact that we want the 
facts, so that conclusions may be drawn from them, most 
witnesses will try to cooperate with us. 

Mr. Broun: I shall trv to do that. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, Mr. McGinlev, bearing that in 
mind, would you mind telling us again what took place at 
the meeting, and what was said? A. Mr. Campbell dis¬ 
cussed with Mr. Watkins as to who was the “ups" or the 
“tops" in charge of the strikers. Mr. Watkins stated that 
he was. 

9310 “Well, now, in regards to pickets, who was respon¬ 
sible for the pickets?" 

And Mr. Watkins stated, “The Captain.” “To whom 
does the Captain report?" “The Captain reports back to 
me.” That is Mr. Watkins. 

“Well, then, Mr. Watkins, isn't it possible for you to con¬ 
vey to your pickets that there must be order maintained on 
the picket lines, and to keep the lines open, so that the men 
who desire to work can do so? And those who want to come 
to work—from work—can do likewise?” 

Mr. Watkins stated that the best he could do was to con¬ 
vey that to his pickets, through his captains, but if his 
pickets did not do it, it was then up to our law to take a 
hand. 

That same question—the question then was asked of Mr. 
Watkins if it was not possible to see to it that the homes or 
the folks at the homes of those who were employed would 
not be threatened. 

9311 He again stated that that was a matter for the 
law: that if one of we fellows were working and our 

home was threatened, that our first action would be to con¬ 
vey to our officers that we wanted protection. It was stated 
by Mr. Campbell that under ordinary circumstances that 
would be done. But during a crisis of this sort, the folks 
were more or less frightened and afraid to report. 

Q. Now you speak of a member of the committee having 
asked Mr. Watkins to take action to prevent threats. Do 
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you know of any basis for those statements on the part of 
the members of the committee? 

Mr. Sliawe: I object to the form of the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that. 

(Thereupon the reporter read the pending question as 
above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained, as to the form of the 
question. 

The Witness: There had been reports— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Xo, Mr. McGinley. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You speak of one of those present 
at the meeting having talked to Mr. Watkins about 

9312 preventing threats. Do you know specifically what 
was referred to or why those statements were made? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well tell us specifically what 
Mr. Campbell said. 1 assume you are referring to the 
statement previously made by the witness that Mr. Camp¬ 
bell made a certain statement. 

Mr. Broun: That is what I want to know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, tell us what Mr. Camp¬ 
bell said. 

The Witness: Mr. Campbell asked Mr. Watkins if it 
were possible for him to see to it that the strikers would 
not molest or threaten the people at the homes of those 
who were employed, or those who desired to work . 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you yourself hear any threats 
of that sort? A. Following that meeting I did. 

Q. Will you tell us about that? A. I am connected as 
Councilman with Westmont Boro, and it was either Thurs¬ 
day or Friday night, in my position as Councilman I am 
connected with the Police Department and Fire Depart¬ 
ment,—and it was on Friday night, to the best of my knowl¬ 
edge, that I went to the station almost nightly—the Police 
Station—there was a lady came to the station; an officer and 
I were standing in front of it, and she seemed more 

9313 or less frightened, and she said, “I would like to see 
Officer Herrod." 

He says, am officer Herrod/’ 

Well, she says, “It must be your father that I want to 
see, it is an older gentleman/’ 
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“Well, he is away. But is there anything I can do for 
• 

vou: 

“Well/* she says, “1 will tell you,*' she says, “I live in 
Westmont,** and she said, “for three straight nights my 
husband is working, and we have been threatened by men 
coming to our porch, that if we did not get the husband 
out of the mill, that something was going to happen.** 

Tlie officer stated, “Well, we only have three officers, 
and it will be almost impossible to guard every home we 
have been asked to protect. We already have seven or 
eight of these requests," but he says, “You let the lights 
burn around the house, and we will make as many visits 
throughout the night as we possibly can, and in case any¬ 
thing should happen, if we are not by, call us quickly and 
we will come to the rescue, because we will try to be in 
t*U!ch with the station at all times." 

9*114 Q. Now. do you remember anything else that was 
said that evening, or anything else that took place 
in connection with that incident, if anything did? A. The 
next day the Burgess, I. B. Williams, called at my office 
and felt it would be advisable to strengthen our force. 

( t ). I> that what he said to you? A. What he said to me. 
lie said, “1 have tried to contact the other members of the 
committee—three of us—and they were both out of town. 
Also, the President of Council." 

“Well," 1 says, “after what I experienced last night, I 
am perfectly satisfied to take it upon my own shoulders to 
select the number of officers you feel is necessary to have. 
How many do you think?" 

“Well," he said, “if we have about two more in plain 
clot lies, we can cope with the situation." 

! says, “Hire them," which we did. 

( L ). Now, to get back, for a moment, Mr. McGinley, to the 
meeting at the Lutheran Church on Tuesday afternoon, do 
you remember anything else that was said by any one at 
that meeting, other than what you have told us? I think 
so far as you have told us about Mr. Granowitz having 
talked to Mr. Watkins, and Mr. Campbell having made 
statements or asked questions of Mr. Watkins. You 
9315 haven't said in detail, or haven’t given us the sub¬ 
stance of the conversation of Mr. Granowitz, or what 
Mr. Granowitz said, and I do not believe you have told us, 
except in so far as some of the replies that Mr. Watkins 
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made to Mr. Campbell, what any one else at the meeting 
may have said. A. Rabbi Granowitz questioned Mr. Wat¬ 
kins quite extensively in regards to the type of men that 
lie had signed up in the organization. To this, Mr. Watkins 
stated that the only thing he could say to that, that he had 
taken in practically all they could, of the workers who were 
employed as steel workers, connected with the company. 

It was brought out, then, that on a check-up they found 
that some of the cars that were here during the strike, or 
during this trouble at the gates, were cars that belonged to 
people that were not employed by the mill. 

Q. Who brought that out? A. If I recall correctly, that 
was discussed by both Granowitz, Campbell, and—by three 
of them, Campbell and Xicelv, that they had made a check¬ 
up and found that the license plates of the—some of those 
who were causing the disorder, were not from town or em¬ 
ployed by the Bethlehem. 

It was then asked of Mr. Watkins,—I do not recall who 
asked this question now—if it were not possible to 

9316 keep the outsiders out, and try to control the situa¬ 
tion. 

To this, Mr. Watkins answered again that that would be 
up to our law to see that order, that there was order main¬ 
tained. 

Q. Do you remember any other statements that were 
made by any one present at the meeting? A. I recall Mr. 
Watkins stating before we left, that if this committee had 
any control whatsoever with certain elements in Johnstown, 
of if we were in a position to stop one thing from happen¬ 
ing between that hour—and this was nearing, then, at that 
time, seven o'clock in the evening—and seven o'clock in 
the morning—which would mean Wednesday morning, the 
16th—the strike would be over. 

9317 It was not explained what this was, or what was 
to take place or what should not take place, and it 

was not discussed any farther. And I surmised that if the 
Legion was not called out to do patrol duty that possibly— 

Mr. Sliawe: I object to this, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is the objection? 

Mr. Sliawe: Well, this witness is stating what he sur¬ 
mised. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I submit that— 
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Mr. Sliawe: I submit that it wasn't discussed at the 
meeting, and it is not responsive to the question. 

Mr. Broun: Just go ahead, Mr. McGinley, and tell us 
what was said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, tell us what was said. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) But not what you thought. A. There 
was talk prior, Friday— 

Mr. Sliawe: Mav we have who said it, and what was 
said? 

The Witness: It was common talk in the newspaper pub¬ 
licity— 

Q. ( By Mr. Broun) Now, Mr. McGinley, what was said 
at the meeting, now? You have told us that someone asked 
—or that Mr. Watkins made the statement which 


931 s you have just stated in substance, and you have said 
that it was not known to what he referred. Will you 
tel! me whether or not anyone asked him what he meant? 
A. No one asked, to the best of my knowledge. 

Q. Well now, were there any other statements you recall 
that \\'ere made at the meeting? I do not believe you have 
told us very specifically what if anything Dr. Nicely said. 
A. The doctor did not speak a whole lot, other than trying 
to get Mr. Watkins to see to it that we had law and order 


in the city. 

0. Do you recall whether or not Dr. Nicely stated what he 
thought Mr. Watkins should do in that regard? A. I can't 
recall that. 


Q. Was any decision reached at the meeting, as to what 
Mr. Watkins would or would not do? A. There was not. 

Mr. Moore: Would you give me, Mr. Examiner, just 
two or three minutes? 

^r’V Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Moore: I think maybe five minutes will be plenty. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: There will be a short recess. 


(Thereupon a short recess was taken, after which the 
following proceedings were had:) 

9319 Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, Mr. Broun. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. McGinley, as I understand 
it you have told us what you recall about what was said at 
the meeting in Bev. Nicely's church on Tuesday, June 15th, 
is that correct? A. Yes. 
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Q. Did you do anything else, or not, on that day, in con¬ 
nection with the strike? A. Xo, not on that day. It was 
late when we got away from that meeting. 

Q. Well, had you done anything on that day, prior to 
that meeting, in connection with the strike? A. Xo. 

Q. Well after that, what further action, if any, did you 
take, that had any connection with the strike? A. On Wed¬ 
nesday, the 16th, we called a meeting of the wholesalers, 
due to the fact that we had a crisis, a grief again wished 
on us, similar to the flood of *36. There was quite a turn¬ 
out. Tlie main point at issue and discussed was pertaining 
to the wholesalers extending credit to the retailers. 

Q. Xow, Mr. McGinley, again, here, would you mind try¬ 
ing to give us the substance of what was said by the various 
people, rather than stating your general conclusion of what 
was discussed ? 

9320 Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, I think we 
had better find out who was there. 

Mr. Broun: I was going to, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is, the individuals. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you tell us, Mr. McGinley, how 
the meeting was called? Who called it ? Where it was held? 
Who was present, if you remember. A. It was called by D. 
Hall Wendel and myself. 

Mr. Shawe: How do you spell that first name? 

The Witness: “D.“ Just “capital D.** “II-a-double-1 
W-e-n-d-c-1. * ? 

Mr. Shawe: All right. 

9321 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Were you and Mr. Wendel act¬ 
ing as individuals, or in some other capacity? A. We 

usually take the action, when there is anything pertaining 
to the wholesale merchants of the city. 

Q. Well, do you do that because you belong to some asso¬ 
ciation, or not? A. Yes. He is chairman and I am vice- 
chairman of the Wholesale Group of the Chamber of Com¬ 
merce. 

Q. And you and Mr. Wendel, then, called a meeting, is 
that correct? A. Called a meeting. 

Q. Where was the meeting held? A. In an office over the 
drygoods department of the Johnstown Grocery Company. 

Q. And you have said that there was a good turn-out. 
Do you remember who were present at the meeting? A. I 
can name some. 
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Q. First, do you know about how many were present? A. 
About six tv. 

Q. Did you—whether or not you remember their names 
now—know then at that time ? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you know what line of business they were in? A. 
All wholesalers. 

Q. Where were their businesses located? A. Scat- 
0022 tered all over the city. 

Q. Of Johnstown? A. Yes. 

Q. And surrounding- area, or entirely within the city? 
A. Entirelv within the citv. 

Q. Will you name those that you can remember who were 
there? A. There was a Mr. Nicely, B. R. Nicely, from the 
Sanitary Dairy Company. 

Trull Examiner Bloom: What was the first name? 

The Witness: Nicelv. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : I mean his first name. 

The Witness: “B. R.," I think are his initials. Joseph 
Wilner, of Wilner Brothers. Nick Cavallo, of N. Cavallo 
& Brother. 

Mr. Shawe: How do you spell the last name? 

The Witness: O-a-v-a-l-l-o. 

Mr. Shawe: Thank vou. 

% 

The Witness: Robert Hahn, of the Hahn Packing Com¬ 
pany, i There was a Mr. Swope, I don't know his name— 
his first name—of Swope Brothers, wholesale flour and feed. 
Mr. Mamrus of the Mangus Candy Company. James E. 
Parks, of the C. A. Young Company. Mr. J. D. Rutledge 
of the Rutledge Produce Company. Gus Hoffman of the 
Gallagher Ice Cream Company,—Galliker Ice Cream Com¬ 
pany. 

9323 Q. Well now, you and Mr. Wendel were there, I 
assume? A. Yes. 

Q. Now will you tell us so far as you recall, and in sub¬ 
stance, if you don't remember the exact words, what was 
said at that meeting and if you remember who made the 
statement or statements? A. I was one of the first ones 
called upon. 

Q. Did someone preside at the meeting? A. Mr. Wendel. 

Q. What did you say, if you remember? A. I stated that 
we had another problem confronting us which was a serious 
matter pertaining to credit, and that we should immediately 
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render a decision as to wliat we should do in extending 
credit to those that were on strike, or to those merchants 
that we service in order to protect them so they would not 
have losses by servicing those who were unemployed and 
on strike: that we had just gone through the flood and we 
had considerable grief at that time and we now had another 
problem confronting us. 

In the discussion from practically all who spoke it was 
decided that we would render first aid again to the mer¬ 
chants as we did during the flood by servicing them to the 
best of our ability and finances. That seemed to be the con¬ 
tention of all and the meeting after several hours ad- 

9324 journed. 

Q. Xow, will you tell us a little more specifically, 
Mr. McGinley, what was meant or what you mean by ser¬ 
vicing the merchants ? A. Extending credit to those who are 
unemployed by the retail merchants and we, in the whole¬ 
sale business, extending credit to that retail merchant, that 
we felt that it would be advisable to exercise some care but 
not to cause any embarrassment to anyone during this par¬ 
ticular period. 

Q. Can you tell me just a little more specifically what was 
meant by not causing any embarrassment to anyone? A. 
Well, chiefly that we did not want anybody to go hungry, 
if we were in a position to render aid by our extending 
credit to the retailer and he could continue to extend it to 
the individual. 

Q. Did you do anything else on that day that had any con¬ 
nection with the strike, that is Wednesday, June 16th? A. 
I can't recall whether I did or not. 

9325 Q. Well, then, let's pass on to Thursday, June 17th ,- 
do you recall whether or not you did anything that 

day that had anything to do wtih the strike? A. Thurs¬ 
day, June 17th, to the best of my recollection, I attended a 
meeting at the High School. 

Q. Which high school? A. At the Xapoleon Street High 
School, that is our main high school here. 

Q. At what hour, do you remember, was that meeting 
held ? A. Seven-thirty, if I recall correctly. 

Q. In the evening? A. In the evening. 

Q. Do you recall any other meetings that you attended 
after that meeting that had anything to do with the strike? 
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A. I attended a meeting on a Sunday about the 27tli of 
June. I received a call at home Saturday night asking me 
to attend, that was held at the Sunnehanna Country Club. 

Q. Referring to the call that you say you received on Sat¬ 
urday night, do you know who it was that called you? A. 
Robert Waters. 

Q. Did you speak to him yourself ? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you remember what he said to you and you 
932(> said to him at that time? A. Tie said, “MeGinlev, I 
don't like to annoy you at this hour," he said, “I 
hope you haven't retired as yet?" 

I said, “Xo, I was getting ready." Well, he says, “there 
is a very important meeting going to be held tomorrow af¬ 
ternoon at the Country Club, I would like very much for 
you to'be there." I said, “Bob, I had planned to go away 
tomorrow but I will make it a point, if possible, to attend 
the meeting." Which I did. 

Q. Is that Mr. Robert Waters? A. Yes. 

Q. You say he apologized for calling at that hour? A. 
Yes. 

Q. About what hour was it? A. T should say half past 
ten. 

Q. At what hour was the meeting held which you at¬ 
tended oil Sunday? A. I should say about one-thirty Sun¬ 
day afternoon. 

Q. Do you recall who was at the meeting? A. Robert 
McEldowney, Rev. Stanton, John Dowling. 

Mr. Shawe: How do you. spell that last name? 

The Witness: D-o-w-l-i-n-g. 

Mr. Shawe: Thank you. 

The Witness: D. Hall Wendel. 

1 Q. (By Mr. Broun) That is the same gentleman 
9327 you referred to before? A. Yes. there was again 
quite a few at that meeting. 

Q. Was Mr. Waters there, or not? A. Robert Waters 
acted as chairman at that meeting. I could think of a lot 
more names if I take the time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Take all the time you want, Mr. 
McGinley. 

The Witness: William II. Patterson, there was two gen¬ 
tlemen from Pittsburgh, I can't recall their names right 
at the moment. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Do von want to suggest them? 

Mr. Broun: Do you know whether either of those men 
were Ernest T. Weir? 

The Witness: They represented an advertising company, 
but I can't recall their names. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You can suggest the names, Mr. 
Broun, if you know them. 

Mr. Broun: 1 don't know them, Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Was the name of one of the men 
Ketchum? A. I wouldn't say for sure, but I think that 
was one of the names. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was he a rather tall, slim fel¬ 
low, black hair, dark faced? 

The Witness: The one was rather tall, if I remember 
correctly, and the other was slightly shorter, I 
0328 wouldn't say for sure* about their names. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. Mr. Broun. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you know whether one of them 
was named Shinnaig? A. The names are very familiar, 
but I can't recall if that is correct. 

Q. Do you remember whether a Dr. McCloskey was 
there? A. Yes, he was. 

Q. Well, now, will you tell me. if you remember, what 
was said at that meeting, telling me who made tlie state¬ 
ments, if you recall? A*. Mr. Robert Waters, who acted 
as chairman, told us of the object of calling the meeting. 

Mr. Shawe: Tell its what was said, please. 

9329 The Witness: That it was going to be necessary 
to raise funds to pay for some publicity which al¬ 
ready had been given, in radio and newspapers. I had 
taken it upon myself to underwrite a lot of this publicity 
and it was now up to this group to raise money in which 
to pay it off. 

He then appointed Robert McEldowney as chairman of 
one group to raise money to pay for this publicity. We 
immediately retired at the call of Mr. McEldowney to a 
side room whereby we laid our plans to go out and raise 
the money to pay off the expense that have been contracted 
for. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Does that mean that you were on 
Mr. McEldowney*s committee or not? A. 1 was on Mr. 
McEldowney's committee. 


4706 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AT.. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


Q. Did Mr. Waters state or not what arrangements had 
been made or carried out with respect to advertising by 
the Citizens' Committee? A. He made the statement that 
he had contacted by 'phone a friend of his who was in the 
advertising business and knew how to give us publicity, 
and he arranged to meet him, which had been done, and 
immediately arranged to proceed. He had arranged to 
proceed to give newspaper publicity in as many metropol¬ 
itan papers as he thought advisable. 

9330 Q. This was on June '27th, you say ? A. June 27th. 
Q. Did Mr. Waters make any reference or not to 

any particular advertisement which had been published 
pursuant to those arrangements? A. He mentioned the 
newspaper article, “We Protest". 

Q. That had been published? A. That had been pub¬ 
lished. 

Q. Was anything said or not with respect to any radio 
advertising? A. It was mentioned that we had radio pub¬ 
licity that was expensive and had to be paid for. 

Q. Did you, Mr. MeGinley, take any other action, attend 
any other meetings, with respect to the strike or the Citi¬ 
zens' Committee? A. Xo, not that 1 recall after that Sun¬ 
day. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This is off the record. 

(Whereupon a discussion ensued off the record, after 
which the following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In answer to my last question, Mr. 
MeGinley, I am not sure whether you clearly understood 
the question. You said that you did not attend any other 
meetings, as I understand you. in connection with the Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee or the strike: now I may have used 

9331 in my question the word “activity". You said that 
you were on Mr. McEldowney's group: did you or 

did you not take any part in the solicitation of funds ? A. 
I did. 

Q. Xow, Mr. MeGinley, 1 propose to ask you some ques¬ 
tions which are more or less involved, and which 1 par¬ 
ticularly desire that you fully understand before you at¬ 
tempt to answer them. If the questions aren't clear please 
don't hesitate to ask that they be repeated as many times 
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as you like until you are sure that you understand them. 
In asking such questions I shall use the phrase “member of 
the Citizens’ Committee" or some other phrase or phrases 
which have tlie san e meaning: will you please tell me now 
what that phrase will mean to you when you answer the 
questions/ A. As a member of the Citizens* Committee/ 

Q. Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In other words, whom would 
you include as members of the Citizens' Committee/ 

The Witness: Those who attend the meeting at tin* Elks 
and those who attended the meetings on Sunday, the 27th. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That was at— 

The Witness: And those who took an active part as a 
citizen. 

P332 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well now, Mr. Broun, 
you had better iir.d out. lie said “meetings on Sun¬ 
day the 27th." 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You have only referred, Mr. Mc- 
Ciinley, to one meeting on the 27th, was there another one/ 
A. We just divided and had another meeting, which made 
really two meetings. 

Q. You meant the meeting of the two groups/ A. Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was the last part of that 
answer Z 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Broun: Now I am mixed up. Could we have that 
read again Z 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Broun: Is that all you said, do you recall, Mr. Mo- 
Gin ley, active part in what / 

The Witness: An active part, anybody that took any 
real transaction in the affairs pertaining to the committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, that last answer 
leads up to the second word we probably want to have de¬ 
fined “transaction": he mentioned it himself. 

Mr. Broun: Yes. Mr. Examiner, I want to ask one or 
two other questions first, if you will permit me. 
P333 Trial Examiner Bloom: Go right ahead. 
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Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you know, Mr. McGinley, 

whether any list was kept of the persons ho attended any 
of the meetings to which you referred? A. If I recall at 
the Meeting on Monday, the 14th, we all signed up that w<» 
attended this meeting. 

Q. On what date was the mooting h.ehl to which you re¬ 
ferred in your previous answer as the Elks mooting? A. 
That is on the 14th of June. 

Q. That is the same meeting to which you just referred? 
A. \ es. 

Q. 'Would you consider someone who did not sign up at 
that meeting a member of tlm C ; ti''.ens' Committee? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you read that question? 

(The re])orter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

I 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, didn't you mean to 
include someone who attended and did not sign up? 

Mr. Broun: Yes. Mi*. Examiner, your criticism is 
merited. Will you withdraw the question, please, Mr. 
Reporter ? 

P3.*>4 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. McGinley. of the persons 
present at that meotimr. if some of those persons or 
any one of those persons had i*efused to sign the list and 
had not signed the list, would you consider him a member 
of the Citizens' Committee? 

Mr. Shawc: 1 object to the form of the ones!ion. Mr. 
Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: lie may answer. 

The Witness: Wdl you ask tin* question again, please. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 

Mr. Broun: Wouid you. read ii. please. Mr. Mershon? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 


The Witness: Xo. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Xow, I sliali also use. Mr. McGinley, 
in asking the questions t«> v. M.-k ; have referred, the phraso 
“the transaction of business” or some other phrases which 
have substantially the same meaning: will you please tell 
me what you understand that phrase to mean? A. Trans¬ 
action of business would be doing something pertaining to 
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that particular business, an action or deed in connection 
with matter involved which would be the Citizens' Com¬ 
mittee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that back, will you, 
93.T3 please ! 

(The reporter repeated tin* last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Broun: If I may ask a slightly leading question, Mr. 
Examiner, to clear this thing up a little bit. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you mean by that, that a person 
who participates in the taking of the action or some deed 
with reference to the business at hand is transacting busi¬ 
ness ! 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the form of the question, Mr. 
Examiner, in tlie first place it is a leading question, and 
although— 

Mr. Broun: Very well, 1 will withdraw the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. McGinioy, if some one 
came in to you in your business and used the word “trans¬ 
action of business,” just in normal conversation, what 
would it mean to you ! 

The Witness: That he was there to transact something 
or do some business with me, have some dealing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What does that mean, with you, 
have some dealing with you, transact some business. ; 

The Witness: A performance. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose a man comes into your 
office and wants to sell you something, 1 imagine that 
9ddb happens now and then, and you listen to him for a 
while, he quotes figures, and after he goes away you 
toll him you will let him know. Then you decide his price is 
too high, you just drop the matter at that point. Would 
you say that you have transacted any business with that in¬ 
dividual ? 

The Witness: Xo, I did not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You did not? 

Tlie Witness: Xo. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Suppose, on the other hand, you 
think his price is right and you give him a contract, you 
give him on order, call him on the telephone or drop him 
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a line, tell him to ship something. He ships it, you examine 
it and you don't like it and you solid it back again. Sup¬ 
pose you got something on approval, would you say you 
had transacted business? 

The Witness: 1 would sav ves, 1 had transacted busi¬ 


ness. 


Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, with that last answer I 
would assume, then, if you kept the goods you certainly 
would be transacting business? 

The Witness: Ves. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go alu-ad, Mr. Broun. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me! 

9337 Mr. Shawe: Are you getting readv with these 


9337 Mr. Shawe: Are you getting ready with these 
long questions? 

Mr. Broun. Ves. 

Mr. Shawe: May we have a standing objection noted to 
each and every one of these questions? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Ves, Mr. Shawe, and, Mr. Mc- 
Ginlev, you may answer all these questions as they come 
along unless you hear me say “sustained" in which case 
you simply don't make any answer whatever. After each 
question, just wait a moment, please, so that if I am going 
to sustain the objection, why, then, you may just remain 
silent, so we don't have an answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did any one purporting to be a 
representative of or to be acting for or to be authorized to 
act for either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel 
Corporation at any time before or during the strike among 
the employees of Bethlehem Steel Company at its Cambria 
Plant in June, 1937, directly or indirectly suggest to you or 
order or direct that you, or in so far as you know, that the 
Johnstown Citizens' Committee or any member, officer, 
representative or committee thereof do or refrain from, 
doing anything in connection with the formation of the 
Johnstown Citizens' Committee? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with any of the activities of 

9338 the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of its Execu¬ 
tive Committee or of any other committee of the 

Johnstown Citizens' Committee? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the holding of any meetings? 
A. Xo. 
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Q. Or in connection with the issuance of any public state¬ 
ment or statements? A. Will you read that again, please? 

Q. Did any one purporting to be a representative of or to 
be acting for or to be authorized to act for, either Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, at any 
time before or during the strike among the employees of 
Bethlehem Steel Company at its Cambria Plant in June, 
1937, directly or indirectly suggest to you or order or direct 
that you, or in so far as you know, that the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee or any member, officer, representative or 
committee thereof, do or refrain from doing anything in 
connection with the issuance of any public statement or 
statements? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the insertion of any advertise¬ 
ment or advertisements in any newspaper or newspapers? 
A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the publication of any 

9339 booklet or booklets or any pamphlet or pamphlets? 
A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the making of any speeches or 
statements over the radio or otherwise? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the solicitation or expenditure 
of funds? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the sending of any communica¬ 
tions to or the holding of any conferences with officials of 
or other persons purporting to represent the United States 
of America ? A. Xo. 

Q. Or the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania? A. Xo. 

Q. Or Cambria County? A. Xo. 

Q. Or the City of Johnstown? A. Xo. 

Q. Or Franklin Boro? A. Xo. 

Q. Or the so-called Steel Workers’ Committee? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with anything whatsoever? 

Trial Kxaminer Bloom: Sustained. 

9340 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did any one whom you know 
or believe to have been a representative of, or acting 

for, or authorized to act for, either Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, at any time before 
or during the strike among the employees of Bethlehem 
Steel Company at its Cambria Plant in June, 1937, directly 
or indirectly suggest to you or order or direct that you or 
in so far as you know, that the Johnstown Citizens' Com- 
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mittee or any member, officer, representative or committee 
thereof,, do or refrain from doiiii** anything in connection 
with the formation of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee.' 
A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with any of the activities of the 
Johnstown Citizens' Committee or of its Executive Com¬ 
mittee or of any other committee of the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens* CommitteeA. Xo. 

y. Or in connection with the holding of any meetings? 
A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the issuance of any public state¬ 
ment or statements? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the insertion of any advertise¬ 
ment or advertisements in any newspaper or newspapers? 
A. Xo. 

9341 (>. Or in connection with the publication of any 

booklet or booklets or any pamphlet or pamphlets? 

A. Xo. 


y. Or in connection with the making of any speeches or 
statements over the radio or otherwise? A. Xo. 


y. Or in connection with the solicitation or expenditure 
of funds? A. Xo. 

y. Or in connection with the sending of any communica¬ 
tions to or the holding of any conferences with officials of 
or other persons purporting to represent the United States 
of America? A. Xo. 

y. Or the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania ? A. Xo. 

y. Or Cambria County? A. Xo. 

y. Or the City of Johnstown? A. Xo. 

Q. Or Franklin Boro? A. Xo. 

y. Or the so-called Steel Workers* Committee? A. Xo. 
Q. Or in connection with anything whatsoever? 
9342 Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

y. (By Mr. Broun) In taking any action or in 
doing anything or in refraining from taking any action or 
doing anything, did you as a member of the Johnstown 
Citizens' Committe or of any other committee of the Johns- 


towi} Citizens' Committee ever act for the purpose of aid¬ 
ing, helping or benefiting Bethlehem Steel Company or 
Bethlehem Steel Corporation as distinguished from any 
other interest or other property owner, whether located in 
Johnstown or elsewhere? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In taking any action or in doing 
anything or in refraining from taking any action or doing 
anything, did you as a member of the Johnstown Citizens' 
Committee or of any other committee of the Johnstown 
Citizens' Committee ever endeavor to act for the purpose 
of aiding, helping or benefiting Bethlehem Steel Company 
or Bethlehem Steel Corporation as distinguished from any 
other interest or other property owner, whether located in 
Johnstown or elsewhere ! 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In so far as you know, did the 
Johnstown Citizens* Committee or its Executive Commit¬ 
tee or any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens' 
Committee or any member or representative of any 

9343 of such committees ever take anv action or do anv- 

* • 

thing or refrain from taking any action or doing 
anything for the purpose of aiding, helping or benefiting 
Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Corporation as 
distinguished from any other interest or other property 
owner, whether located in Johnstown or elsewhere ? A. I 
would like to hear that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that back, will you, 
please? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 


Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did any member or representative 
of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or of its Executive 
Committee or of any other committee of the Johnstown 
Citizens' Committee at any meeting of such committees 
which you attended or elsewhere in so far as you know, 
ever say in words or in substance that the taking of any 
action or the doing of anything or the refraining from 
taking any action or doing anything by any of such com¬ 
mittees or by any member or representative thereof, was 
for the purpose of aiding, helping or benefiting Bethlehem 
Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation as dis¬ 
tinguished from any other interest or other property 
owner, whether located in Johnstown or elsewhere? 


4714 
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9344 Trial Examiner Bloom: lie may answer. 

The Witness: IVl say we did take an action, or 
must 1 answer yes or no ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, you may answer. 

Mr. Broun: Will you read the question back, please, Mr. 
Reporter? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I want to make sure that 
you understand it. 

Mr. Broun: Well, may I read the question again? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Bid any member or representative 
of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or of its Executive 
Committee or of any other committee of the Johnstown 
Citizens' Committee at any meeting of any of such com¬ 
mittees which you attended or elsewhere, in so far as you 
know, ever say in words or in substance that the taking of 
any action or tile doing of anything or the refraining from 
taking any action or doing anything by any of such com¬ 
mittees or by any member or representative thereof was 
for the purpose of aiding, helping or benefiting Bethlehem 
Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation as distin¬ 
guished from any other interest or other property owner, 
whether located in Johnstown or elsewhere? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xow. Mr. McGinley, before you 
answer, did you understand that question, or do you think 
you understand it ? 

9345 The Witness: 1 think 1 understand it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what you think 
the question means to you, please. 

The Witness: Bid the Citizens ? Committee take any 
action or attempt to take any action in the preservation of 
the order and upholding the law during the strike? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner,— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 am afraid the witness doesn't 
understand that. 

Mr. Broun: 1 am sure the witness hasn't appreciated 
the question. May I show him this question, sir? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, if you will, please. The 
two words that you should keep in mind when you read 
this, please, Mr. McGinley, are: one, whether any one said 
anything to you and then, secondly, what they did say to 
you. 1 think that is substantially the purpose, whether cer¬ 
tain people ever told you— 
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Mr. Broun: No, if I mav sav— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, go ahead, that is what it 
means to me. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did any member or representative 
of the Committee at any meeting which you attended, or 
elsewhere, so far as you know, say in words or in substance 
the taking of action, etc., was for the purpose of aiding, 
helping or benefiting Bethlehem Steel Company or 

9346 Corporation as distinguished from any other inter¬ 
est or other property owner ? 

Now, if you will read the question, please, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. McGinley, possibly I mis¬ 
led you before where I said, * * say to you." The “you” 
should go out entirely. The question is whether any per¬ 
sons specified in the question ever said that the taking of 
any action or the doing of anything was for the purpose 
of—does that make it clear to you ! Now, tell us again what 
you think the question means. 

Mr. Broun: The purpose, Mr. Examiner, of aiding Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company and Bethlehem Steel Corporation as 
distinguished from any other property owner or interest 
in Johnstown. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, I may be all wrong, but I 
think that is for the witness who missed the question com¬ 
pletely at that particular point; whether any one said that 
the actions were for the purpose of—I may be wrong, but 
I think that is where the witness lost the question. 

Mr. Broun: It is not any one, Mr. Examiner, either. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Any one of specified individ¬ 
uals, specified in the question. When I say these things, I 
realize, of course, that the witness lias just read the ques¬ 
tion and I assume has it in mind. Tell us again, Mr. Mc¬ 
Ginley, what the question means to you. 

9347 The Witness: Did this committee take any action 
in attempting to assist Bethlehem during the strike 

in the way of preservation of their property? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. McGinley, that is not the question, so 
let me read it to you again. 

The Witness: Somehow 1 am not getting it. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did any member or representative— 

Mr. Broun: Excuse me, let me have it and you take my 
copy and read it while he follows. 
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Mr. Broun: All right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: At the cost of marking up Mr. 
Broun's copy, hero is my pencil, now you underline it as lie 
goes along and any of the words you don't understand you 
ask him about. You don't mind, do you, Mr. Broun / 

Mr. Broun: Xot at all, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I want the witness to under¬ 
stand this before he answers. 

Mr. Broun: Very well. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. McGinley, did any member or rep¬ 
resentative of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or of its 
Executive Committee or of any other committee of the 
Johnstown Citizens* Committee at any meeting of such 
committees which you attended, or elsewhere, in so far as 
you know, ever say in words or in substance that the 
934> taking of any action or the doing of anything or re¬ 
fraining from taking any action or doing anything 
by any of such committees or by any member or represen¬ 
tative thereof was for tin* purpose of aiding, helping or 
benefiting Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel 
Corporation as distinguished from any other interest or 
any other property owner, whether located in Johnstown or 
elsewhere ! 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xow, Mr. McGinley, will you 
tell us again what the question means to you ! 

The Witness: Helping or benefiting Bethlehem Steel 
Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation. 

Mr. Broun: As distinguished— 

The Witness: As distinguished from any other interest 
or other property owner located in Johnstown or elewhere? 

Mr. Broun: And the word •‘say** you will notice is in 
the question. Mr. McGinley, whether you ever heard any¬ 
one say. 

The Witness: Xo, we did not. 

Mr. Broun: The answer is no, Mr. Reporter. 

Mr. Sliawe: I don't think the witness understands the 
question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He says ‘‘we did not". 

The Witness: Xo. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Xow, Mr. McGinley, again, 
9349 the question only purports— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, do you want that 
answer to stay in? 

Mr. Broun: I want to ask him, Mr. Examiner, what his 
answer is to the question. Let's see what the record says. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the answer. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Have you got that “no, we did 
not." That is what makes me suspicious that perhaps the 
witness is not entirely clear. 

Mr. Broun: That is not, Mr. McGinley. an answer to the 
question, because the question relates to what you heard 
said, if anything, to that effect. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, Mr. Broun, that is not it, 
it is a question of whether anyone said anything in so far 
as he knows. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) If you will look at the question which 
is before you, Mr. McGinley, it is “Did any member or rep¬ 
resentative of the committee specified at any meeting which 
you attended or elsewhere, ever say in words or in sub¬ 
stance—" what the question asks? 

The "Witness: Xo. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Was anything said in any 
9350 meeting of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or of 
any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens' 
Committee which you attended to the effect that anything 
was to be done or attempted by the Johnstown Citizens' 
Committee or by its Executive Committee or by any other 
committee of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee in the in¬ 
terest of Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Cor¬ 
poration, as distinguished from any other interest or other 
property owner whether located in Johnstown or else¬ 
where? A. That sounds like the same question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you read it back slowly 
to him. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Was anything said in any meeting 
of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or of any other com¬ 
mittee of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee which you 
attended to the effect that anything was to be done or at¬ 
tempted by the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or by its 
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Executive Committee or bv anv other committee of the 

• * 

Johnstown Citizens’ Committee in the interest of Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, as 
distinguished from any other interest or other property 
owner whether located in Johnstown or elsewhere/ 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, Mr. McGinley, what does 
that question mean to you, it is a different question? Let’s 
see if you haw* it clearly in mind. 

9351 The Witness: It is a different brain-twister. 

Mr. Broun : Let me show it to you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Show it to him, will you, please, 
Mr. Broun ? 

Mr. Broun: Yes. 

(The document was passed to the witness.) 

The Witness: 1 would say yes: yes, something was said. 
Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well what was said. Mr. McGinley. 
and where and by whom ? Would you like to have the ques¬ 
tion read back to you so that you are sure you have it in 
mind? 

A. Well, if I may ask a question—possibly my answer 
to your question might convey to you whether or not 1 know 
the question correctly. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well, sir, I want to be sure that you 
do understand the question correctly. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you want to read it again, 
Mr. Broun? 

Mr. 1 Broun: 1 would like to do the same thing we did 
with the last one, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Well, let him read it again, then. 
Mr. 1 Broun: I will show him the question and 1 will read 
1 the question while he is following it. 

9352 Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

(Counsel for respondents hands typewritten question to 
the witness.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Xow it is the question there, Mr. 
McGinley, which is numbered eight. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. tVas anything said at any meeting of the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee, or of any other committee of the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee which you attended, to the 
effect that anything was to be done or attempted by the 
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Johnstown Citizens' Committee, or by its Executive Com¬ 
mittee, or by any other committee of the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens' Committee, in the interest of Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, as distinguished 
from any other interest or other property owner, whether 
located in Johnstown or elsewhere? A. Xo. 

9353 Trial Examiner Bloom: Wll, now, Mr. McGinley, 
since you have answered the same question first 

“yes" and then “no," tell us, please, what the question 
means to vou ? 

Mr. Broun: May 1 ask— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 assume that you want to 
change your previous answer from “no" to “yes". Is 
that correct, Mr. McGinley ? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, now, tell us just what 
the question does mean to you. 

The Witness: If there is anything said in any meeting— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, may I have the record read 
back? I believe you misstated the intention of the witness 
—unintentionally, yourself, I think you said, “You want to 
change the previous ‘no’ to ‘yes' ”. And I believe what 
you meant was, his previous “yes” to “no.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh. if 1 said that, I am sorry. 
I meant just the opposite. Will you read that back, Mr. Re¬ 
porter ? 

(Therepon the reporter read the statement of the Trial 
Examiner as follows:) 

“Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 assume that you want to 
change your previous answer from ‘no' to ‘yes', is 

9354 that correct, Mr. McGinley?" 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh yes, will you change 
that, please? Thank you, Mr. Broun. 

Xow, you were explaining what the question meant. 

The Witness: The first change there, it has been from 
“yes'’ to “no.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. That is right. 

The Witness: I first said “yes.” That the Citizens’Com¬ 
mittee did not do anything in behalf of Bethlehem Steel 
Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation. 

Mr. Broun: Well, Mr. McGinley— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that your complete answer? 
Or were you picking up where you started, before? 

The Witness: I am picking from— my interpretation of 
this question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Head his full answer, will you, 
please ? 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the answer of the Wit¬ 
ness as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, I think he gets the 
question. 

The Witness: 1 say “no." we did not do anything, in 
answer to your question, there. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, 1 had no question at all, 
Mr. McGinley. My only question was whether you 
9335 Understood the question that Mr. Broun had put to 
you. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. McGinley, look at the question 
again, if you will, sir? You will note that the question 
starts “Was anything said in any meeting of the Johns¬ 
town Citizens' Committee or of its Executive Committee,” 
and so on. “To the effect that." 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The question is not, “Was any¬ 
thing done." The question is, “Was anything said.” 

Mr. Broun: “To the effect that anything was to be 
done." 

Trial Examiner Bloom: “To the effect that anything 
was to be done?" In other words, if I may help try to make 
it clear to you, Mr. McGinley, let's assume that a conver¬ 
sation was had. at a meeting, to the effect that the commit¬ 
tee would take a certain course of conduct which might he 
designed to help Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation. Xow, if something were said to that 
effect, then your answer would be in the affirmative, re¬ 
gardless of whether or not anything was ever done. 
9356 ' Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. McGinley, as 1 under¬ 
stand it, you have answered “no" to the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) And the question is: “Was any¬ 
thing said," and so on. “to the effect that anything was to 
be done in the interest of Bethlehem Steel Company.” I 
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simply want to bo sure that you clearly understood the 
question which you answered “no”. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It makes no difference whether 
anything* was done, or was not done. The question here is 
whether anything was said, that something was to be done. 

The "Witness: There is nothing to be said. I still 
say “no/' 

Mr. Broun: All right. 

The "Witness: I heard nothing said. 

Mr. Broun : All right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, I don't like to keep 
attempting here, but I thought possibly some of these ques¬ 
tions I am asking may help, because I know the trouble I 
had the first time 1 heard these questions. 

Mr. Broun: Yes: they are difficult, undoubtedly, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is still rather early in the 
morning. 

9357 Mr. Broun: 1 think one of the witnesses made 
that complaint, one time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, 1 more or less agree with 
them. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you know Mr. ('. R. Ellicott, Mr. 
McGinley? A. Xo. 

Q. Did Mr. C. R. Ellicott. in so far as you know, take any 
part in the transaction of any business that was transacted 
at any time by the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or by its 
Executive Committee, or by any other committee of the 
Johnstown Citizens' Committee? A. Xo. 

Q. Did you ever hear from any member or representative 
of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee, or of its Executive* 
Committee, or of any other committee of the Johnstown 
Citizens' Committee, that Mr. C. R. Ellicott ever took any 
part in the transaction of any business that was transacted 
at any time by any of such committees ? A. Xo. 

Q. Do you know Mr. Sidney D. Evans? A. To see him. 

Q. Did Mr. Sidney I). Evans take any part, in so far as 
you know, in the transaction of any business that was 
transacted at any time by the Johnstown Citizens' 

9358 Committee, or by its Executive Committee, or by any 
other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee? A. Xo. 
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Q. Did you ever hear from any member or representa¬ 
tive of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee, or of its Exec¬ 
utive Committee, or of any other committee of the Johns¬ 
town Citizens' Committee, that Mr. Sidnev D. Evans ever 
took any part in the transaction of any business that was 

transacted at anv time bv anv of such committees? A. Xo. 
• • • 

Q. Did any person purporting to be a representative of 
or acting for, or to be authorized to ad for, either Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, take 
any part, in so far as you know, in the transaction of any 
business that was transacted at any time by the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee, or by i*s Executive Committee, or by 
any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Commit¬ 
tee? 

Mr. Shawe: May I have that question read back, please? 

Mr. Broun: Will you strike that. please? 

(The reporter repeated the last question, as follows: 

4 *Q. Did any person purporting to be a representative of 
or acting for"— 

Mr. Broun: **to be acting for." 

0359 Mr. Shawe: Don’t read it so fast. 

Mr. Broun: I shall read it slower, Mr. Shawe. 1 
didn’t know I was going too fast. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did any person purporting to be a 
representative of, or to be acting for, or to be authorized 
to act for. either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation, take any part, in so far as you know, in 
the transaction of any business that was transacted at any 
time by the Johnstown Ciiizens’ Committee, or by its Ex¬ 
ecutive Committee, or by any other committee of the Johns¬ 
town Citizen's Committee? 

Mr. Shawe: Do you understand that question, Mr. Mc- 
Ginley ? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) What is the answer? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you tell us what 
9360 it means ? 

The Witness: Did any official of any—Bethlehem 
Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, at any 
time take any part in any meeting that I attended, acting as 
a Citizens’ Committee? 
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Q. (By Mr. Broun) Xo, let me read the question to you 
once more, Mr. McGinley. Let me show it to you, because 
this one, again, is a little involved. It is this one numbered 
10, bottom of the page. Xow I will read that to you again, 
while you follow it: 

“Did any person purporting to be a representative of or 
to be acting for or to be authorized to act for, either Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, 
take any part in so far as you know, in the transaction of 
any business that was transacted at any time by the Johns¬ 
town Citizens’ Committee, or by its Executive Committee, 
or by any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ 
Committee?” A. My answer is “Xo." 

Q. Did any person who you know was. or believe to have 

been a representative of. or acting for or authorized to act 

for, either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel 

Corporation, take any part, in so far as you know, in the 

transaction of anv business that was transacted at anv time 

• ■ 

by the Johnstown Citizens* Committee, or by its Executive 
Committee, or by any other committee of the Johns- 
9361 town Citizens* Committee? A. Xo. 

Q. I am afraid, Mr. McGinley, 1 have mixed you 
up by giving you that list of questions, because the ques¬ 
tion I just read was the next question, which was—which is 
numbered 16. Xow 1 will read that one again to you. 

Mr. Broun: It may be stricken. Mr. Examiner, so as not 
to duplicate the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) While you are watching Xo. 16, Mr. 
McGinley: 

“Did any person who you know was or believe to have 

been a representative of, or acting for, or authorized to act 

for either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel 

Corporation, take any part, in so far as you know, in the 

transaction of anv business that was transacted at anv 

* • 

time by the Johnstown Citizens' Committee, or by its Ex¬ 
ecutive Committee, or by any other committee of the Johns¬ 
town Citizens’ Committee?” A. Xo. 

Q. Xow. if you will follow along, Mr. McGinley. so that 
we will have it clear, I shall now road—or shall now ask 
you the question which is numbered 17 on that list that you 
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have before you: Did you ever hear from any mem- 

9362 her or representative of the Johnstown Citizens' 
Committee, or of its Executive Committee, or of any 

other committee of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee, 
that any person purporting to be a representative of or to 
be acting for or to be authorized to act for either Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, ever 
took any part in the transaction of any business that was 
transacted at any time by any of such committees? A. No. 

Q. Now if you will follow along again. I shall ask you the 
question numbered 18 before you: 

“Did you ever hear from any member or representative 
of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee, or of its Executive 
Committee, or of anv other committee of the Johnstown 
Citizens' Committee, that any person who you know was or 
believe to have been a representative of or acting for or 
authorized to act for either Bethlehem Steel Company or 
Bethleliem Steel Corporation, ever took any part in the 
transaction of any business that was transacted at any time 

bv anv of such committees?" A. Xo. 

• • 

Q. Xbw, if you will turn over to the next page, I shall ask 
you the question which i> there numbered 19: 

‘‘Did vou ever hear from anv member or representative 
of the Johnstown Citizens* Committee, or of its 

9363 Executive Committee, or of any other committee of 
the Johnstown Citizens' Committee, that any person 

who such member or representative stated that he knew or 
believed was a representative of or acting for or authorized 
to act either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel 
Corporation, ever took any part in the transaction of any 
business that was transacted at any time by any of such 
committees?" A. Xo. 

9364 Q. Did any member or representative of the Johns¬ 
town Citizens* Committee, or of its Executive Com¬ 
mittee. or of any other committee of the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens' Committee, ever tell vou that there ever was anv con- 

• * 

nection between any of such committees and either Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Companv or Bethlehem Steel Corporation? 
A. No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. Go ahead. 
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Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. McGinley—we will ask you the 
question which is there numbered 21: ‘‘Did any one who 
purported to be a representative of or to be acting for or 
to be authorized to act for. either Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, ever tell you that 
there ever was any connection between the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee, or its Executive Committee, or any other 
committee of the Johnstown Citizens* Committee, and 
either such company or such corporation? A. Xo. 

Q. Xow, 1 shall ask you the question which is numbered 
22: “Did any one who you know was or believe to have 
been a representative of or acting for or authorized 

9365 to act for, either Bethlehem Steel Company or Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Corporation, ever tell you that there ever 

was any connection between the Johnstown Citizens* Com¬ 
mittee, or its Executive Committee, or any other committee 
of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee, and either such 
company or such corporation? A. Xo. 

Q. Mr. McGinley, 1 am handing you a list of names and 
I am going to ask you some questions with respect to the 
names on that list. 1 want you, first, to examine, taking 
as long as you like, the list of names, so that you will have 
them in mind when I ask you some questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, I think you had bet¬ 
ter let him know in a general way what these questions are 
going to be. 

Mr. Broun: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) 1 still state to you, Mr. McGinley, 
so that vou will have it in mind while vou are considering 
the list, what the question will be. The question will be 
this: “Were any of the following named persons a mem¬ 
ber of the Johnstown Citizens* Committee, or of any com¬ 
mittee thereof," and then the names which are on the list 
before you will be set forth. 

Xow, bear that in mind, and after you have considered 
the list, let me know, and I will ask you the question. 

9366 (Counsel for respondents handed a list of names 
to the witness.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You have considered the list, now, 
have vou, Mr. McGinlev? A. Yes. 

Q. You have indicated, Mr. McGinley, that you did not 
attend all of the meetings of the Johnstown Citizens’ Com- 
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mittee, and I shall, therefore, modify the question, to ask 
you, “in so far as you know,” were any of the following 
named persons a member of the Johnstown Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee, or of any committee thereof: 

Eugene G. Grace 
Frederick A. Sliick 
Robert E. McMath 
George H. Blakeley 
C. Austin Buck 
Charles R. Holton 
Charles M. Schwab 
James H. Ward 
Quincy Bent 
Archibald Johnston 
Joseph M. Larkin 
Paul Mackall 
Xorborne Berkeley 

Charles D. Marshall 
9367 William J. Brown 
James P. Bender 
Charles R. Miller 
Edward B. Hill 
William H. Johnstone 
Warren M. Driver 
Sigmund L. Holverstott 
Richard H. Schlottman 
Frederick X. Finger 
Robert Young 
Fred H. Overdorf 
William L. Achenbach 
Donald T. Aikenhead 
Jesse V. Honeycutt 
John M. Ellis 
Charles M. Denise 
William H. Stewart 
Paul W. Cotton 
Edward F. Gold 
Robert S. A. Dougherty 
Roy A. Lewis 
Charles R. Ellicott 
Harry A. Witaker 
Edward F. Entwisle 
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V Jacob H. Edmonds 

936S Stewart J. Cort 

Frank A. Robbins. Jr. 

Edwin J. Paulus 
T. Scott Clingan 
1 Thomas R. Johns 

j Myrtle L. Jacobs 

Arthur F. Peterson 
Edward J. Quackenbush 
Augustino T. De Serrano 
John M. Gross 
Harry C. Crawford 
* Ralph E. Hough 

Sidney 1). Evans 
Ewart L. Roberts 
John C. Davies 
Francis A. Dunn 
Homer M. Crossett 
Ralph Kent 
Gordon R. Baer 
Frank E. Howells 
Harry R. Coulson 
Harry A. Marley 
Harry H. Phillips 
Thomas F. Gallagher 
Clifford t" Ward 

j 9369 W illiam H. Bennett 

Thomas C. Kern 
Patrick J. Scott 
Daviel W. O’Leary 
Scott D. Baumer 
Charles J. Eppley 
Edwin W. Trexler 
George W. Rodgers 
Harry F. Raab 
Jerry F. Wilbur 
Harold C. Cox 
Harry E. Trout 
Charles M. Schwartz 
Robert Earl Penrod 
Elliott H. Hollenback 
William C. Frank 
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Clayton T. Harrison 
Bernard A. Blume 
Irwin W. Penrod 
Edward 0. Murray 
Walter M. Thomas 
Harry P. Veil 
Frank E. Thompson 
Wilbur B. Hoddinott 

A. Xot to the best of mv knowledge. 

9.370 Q. The next question I shall ask you will bo this 
question, if you will follow that along. 

Mr. Broun: Is that all right, Mr. Examiner ! 

(Consultation held between counsel for respondents and 
Trial Examiner Bloom, out of the record.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun): In so far as you know, did any of 
the persons whose names I read, in asking the preceding 
question, the persons on that list, at any time suggest to 
you, or order or direct that the Johnstown Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee, or its Executive Committee, or any other committee 
of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, as such Citizens' 
Committee, or as such Executive Committee, or as any such 
other committee, do or refrain from doing anything ! 
9371 Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you understand that 
now, Mr. McGinley? 

The Witness: I think I do. Xo. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. McGinley, if you will follow 
the question which is numbered 25, I shall ask you this: 

“In so far as you know, did any of the persons whose 
names I read in asking the next to the last question, at any 
time suggest to you, or order or direct that any member or 
officer or representative of the Johnstown Citizens* Com¬ 
mittee, or of its Executive Committee, or of any other 
committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, as such 
member or officer, or representative, do or refrain from 
doing anything?” A. Xo. 

Mr. Broun: Xo further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Shawe? 

Mr. Shawe: May I have the questions and the list of 
names, please, that the witness referred to ? 

Mr. Moore: Well I don't— 

Mr. Shawe: Have you any objections to that? 
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Mr. Broun: Well, the difficulty is, Mr. Shawe, that there 
are some things on, or notes thereon, on these questions, on 
other pages. 

M r. Shawe: Do you have a copy without the notes. 
1)372 Mr. Examiner, I submit that they have been shown 
to the witness, and if they have had notes on them, 
it lias no business being shown to the witness. 

Mr. Broun: Xo notes. 

Mr. Shawe: I am entitled to see it. 

Mr. Broun: Xo notes, as you know, on the questions that 
were shown to the witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, the questions that were 
shown to the witness, of course counsel is entitled to 
examine. 

Mr. Broun: That is correct. 

Mr. Shawe: May I see the question that was shown to 
the witness? 

Mr. Broun: Just a minute. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you have a note of those, 
Mr. Moore, or Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Moore: I think perhaps we may be able to comply 
with the request, by cutting out some of the— 

Mr. Broun: I am quite sure the first question which was 
shown here, was this one (indicating). 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon a discussion ensued off the record, after 
which the following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

9373 (Counsel for respondents hand papers to counsel 
for the Board.) 

Mr. Broun: There you are, sir. 

Mr. Shawe: Thank you very much. 

Cross Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. McGinley, how long have you 
been affiliated with the Anderson Paper & Twine Com¬ 
pany? A. 31 years. 

Q. What is your position with that company? A. Presi¬ 
dent and treasurer of the company, and its general man- 
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( t ). Do you know Mr. Ilibner.’ A. I just can't rocaii Mr. 
11 i l)iior. 

O. Mr. Ilibner is connected with the Bethlehem Steel 
Company.’ A. Xo. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, is Mr. Shawo testifying 
in tliis case.’ 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you telling him that, or 
asking him.’ 

Mr. Shawe: Xo, sir, I was asking him if lie know if Mr. 


Ilibner was connected—a Mr. Ilibner who was connected 
with the Bethlehem Steel Company. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There has been no showing— 
Mr. Broun: Xo showing. 

9374 Trial Examiner Bloom: —as far as I know, that 
Mr. Ilibner is connected. 

Mr. Shawe: Strike that last question. 

( t ). ( By Mr. Shawe) Do you sell any merchandise to the 
Bethlehem Steel Company.’ A. A little. 

(). How long have vou been doing business with the Betli- 
lehem Steel Company’ A. About 25 years. 

Q. Did vou sell anv merchandise to the Bethlehem Steei 
Company in the year 1937.’ A. Yes. 

Q. Approximately how much merchandise did the Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company purchase from your concern, in the 
year 1937.’ A. Roughly $500. 

Q. With whom do you deal in your business with the 
Bethlehem Steel Company. A. The officer— 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. It does not 
seem to me it is clear what is meant by “whom he deals 
with." 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do vou mean what individual 
he contacts’ 


Mr. Shawe: Certainlv. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, he may answer. 

9375 Mr. Broun: As amended bv vou’ 

• • 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: Personally T don't contact them. 
937b Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, any representative of 
of your concern? 

Mr. Broun: Well, now, Mr. Examiner, it seen s to me 
that the basis should be laid for the question. Find out 
whether he knows, or not. 



BKTH. STEEL CO. ET AT.. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 4731 


Trial Examiner Bloom: Lot’s find out who it is. This 
man is connected with some firm, and then there Is the other 
firm, and lot's find out who does the business between the 
two firms. What individuals? 

Q. ( By Mr. Sliawe) What individuals that represent your 
concern and individuals that represent the Bethlehem Steel 
Company, carry on the dealings between the Anderson 
Paper & Twine Company and the Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany ? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, on the 
ground that there is nothing in the record to show the basis 
for the question. It should first be shown whether this 
gentleman knows who conducts the business, if any, be¬ 
tween the two concerns. 

‘Trial Examiner Bloom: Well— 

Mr. Sliawe: Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom : He may answer. If he does not 
know that, I assume he will tell us. Go ahead. 

The Witness: The representative of my company is 
M. J. Board. 

9377 Mr. Broun: Will you spell that, please, Mr. 
McGinlev? 


The Witness: B-o-a-r-d, and the office that is contacted 
Is the office of Mr. Murray, and the person that is usually 
contacted by the representative is a Mr. Thomas. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) You are a member of the Chamber 
of Commerce of the City of Johnstown? A. I am. 

Q. Did you ever attend any meetings of the Chamber of 
Commerce of the City of Johnstown? A. Not often. 

Q. Did you attend any meetings of the Johnstown Cham¬ 
ber of Commerce during the year 1937? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to these questions, 
on the ground that it is entirely immaterial whether he 
attended meetings of the Chamber of Commerce or not. 
The man has testified he is a member of the Chamber of 
Commerce. Further than that, I can see no purpose. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Mr. Broun: I do not see any pertinency in that, as a 
matter of fact. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: T do not recall attending a meeting of 
the Chamber of Commerce during the past year. 
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9378 Q. (By Mr. Sliawo) Well, when is the last time 
you recall attending any meeting: of the Chamber of 
Commerce/ A. May I have the question put again/ 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that, please. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I would like a general ob¬ 
jection to any further questions along the line of the activi¬ 
ties of this gentleman as a member of the Chamber of Com¬ 
merce, on the ground that there is no connection shown be¬ 
tween the Chamber of Commerce and either respondent 
in this case: therefore, the testimony is incompetent, ir¬ 
relevant and immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: A general objection may be 
noted. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you understand the question/ 

The 1 Witness: Shall I answer the question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: I can't recall when I attended the last 
meeting of the Chamber of Commerce. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever see Mr. Sidney Evans 
at any meeting of the Chamber of Commerce/ Xow, Mr. 
McGinley— 

Mr. Broun: Xow, Mr. Examiner, there is no answer on 
the record, because the witness shook his head. 

.9379 Trial Examiner Bloom: He also said “Xo." I 
heard him say it, I don't know whether the reporter 
did. Am I not correct/ Did you not say “no"/ 

The Witness: “Xo." 

( t ). ( By Mr. Shawe) Mr. McGinley, you have told us, T 
think, about a strike that was called here on June 11th. 
Is that correct A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Broun: Xow, Mr. Examiner, I do not think that the 
counsel for the Board should say that. I believe— 

Mr. Shawe: All right, strike the question. 

0. (By Mr. Shawe) I believe you testified that there 
was ;t strike here in Johnstown on June lltli, is that cor¬ 
rect / A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What, to your mind, is a strike? A. A strike is when 
there 1 is dissension between parties, when they cannot agree 
as tr> certain conditions, and they decide to discontinue 
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work until such time as the difficulties can be disposed of? 

Mr. Broun: Who do vou refer to bv “thev"? You 

• • • 

say “until"—“as they disagree.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: “They disagree.” 

The Witness: The opposing parties. The employer— 

Mr. Broun: May I interrupt again, Mr. Shawo. 

9380 and ask him— 

Mr. Shawe: Go ahead. 

Mr. Broun: What do you mean by “opposing parties".’ 
The Witness: The employer and employee. 

Q. ( By Mr. Shawe) Do you wish to add anything further 
to your answer? 

Mr. Broun: Now. Mr. McGinley, you, 1 think, haven't 
4 mite made wourself clear. Would you read the complete 
answer back, please, Mr. Reporter? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer, as follows: 

“A. A strike is when there is dissension between parties, 
when they cannot agree as to certain conditions, and they 
decide to discontinue work until such time as the difficulties 
can be disposed of.”) 

Mr. Broun: Now, you mean by “they decided to dis¬ 
continue work”, “the workers decided to discontinue 
work ?” 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Or whom did you mean ? 

Mr. Broun: Or whom did you mean? 

The Witness: Tin* workers are the ones that call the 
strike. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. Mr. Shawe. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. McGinley. were you a member 
of the Publicitv Committee of the Citizens* Committee? 
Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. It has not 
been shown, in so far as this witness is concerned. 

9381 whether there was any such committee, and there¬ 
fore it assumes a state of facts not in evidence. 

Mr. Shawe: Oh, Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Sustained. 

Mr. Shawe: May I say something before you rule. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

0. (By Mr. Shawe) I)o you know whether there was a 
Publicity Committee appointed by the Citizens' Commit¬ 
tee? A. I don’t. 
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Q. I)i<l yon ever hear of a publicity committee. A. Yes. 
Q. F 1*0111 whom did you hear that there was a Publicity 
Committee ? 

Mr. Broun: Just a minute, Mr. Examiner. It is not 
clear, now, ••Publicity Committee" of what or of whom he 
is referring. 

Mr. Shawe: I will— 

Trial Examiner Bloom. Overruled. Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Will you answer the last question. 
Mr. MeGinley, please? 

The "Witness: Head it over. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read it. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: From Robert Waters. 

93S2 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What did you hear from Mr. 

Waters, ahem a Publicity Committee? A. Just his 
remarks at the meeting on Sunday, June 27th. 

( c >. Did you ever hear of a Publicity Committee that was 
appointed at the meeting at Elks Hall on June 14th ? A. Xo. 

(>. Did anyone ever tell you that you were a member of 
the Publicity Committee? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. It has not 

been shown that there is anv Publicitv Committee, so far as 

• • 

this witness is concerned. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, just a minute. 

Mr. Broun: All right. 

Mr. Sliawe: All right with me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: v es, thank you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Mr. Broun: I had a standing objection. I believe. Mr. 
Examiner, which I do not think I fully stated. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Broun: The question asked by Mr. Shawe related 
to Publicity Committee. My objection is, there is nothing- 
in evidence, so far as this witness is concerned, to show that 
there was a Publicity Committee, or was not. He 
9383 said he heard of one. and said that he heard of— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, Mr. Shawe's ques¬ 
tion was “whether any one ever told you”. There might 
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not have* been a Publicity i"oniinittee in fact, yet some one 
may have told him. The question is, whether any one did 
tell him. 

Mr. Broun: May I have tin* question read, please? T 
may have misunderstood it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. Let‘s find out 
whether I understood it. I may not have heard it right. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I)o you withdraw the objec¬ 
tion ? 

Mr. Broun: Yes. 

The Witness: Xo. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. McOinley, you testified, I be¬ 
lieve, that you attended several meetings sponsored by the 
Citizens' Committee of Johnstown, is that correct? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. He did not 
state that he attended meetings sponsored bv the Citizens' 
Committee. He testified as to his attendance at certain 
meetings. 

Mr. Shawe: Strike the question. 

DJM Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. McOinley, I believe you 
testified that you attended several meetings of the 
Citizens' Committee, is that correct 

?dr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that is not a correct state¬ 
ment of the record. Mr. McOinley lias testified to certain 
meetings which he attended, and told where the meetings 
were. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. McOinley, what kind of meet 
ings— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Overruled. 

Mr. Shawe: May we have the question answered? 

The Witness: Xow the question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read it. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the question as above 
set forth.) 

The Witness: Yes. 

0. (By Mr. Shawe) Xow, at any of these meetings that 
you attended, did anyone state in substance that Mr. Mar¬ 
tin, chairman of the Citizens' Committee, had received 
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$10,000 from Mr. Evans of the Bethlehem Steel Company, 
which he transferred to Mayor Shields of Johnstown.’ 

Mr. Broun: Objection, Mr. Examiner, there is nothing 
in evidence to warrant the statement. It assumes a state 
of facts not in evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Overruled. 

( t ). (By Mi*. Shawe) Do you understand that ques- 
9385 tion. A. Yes, sir. Xo. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you hear during the 
month of June, 1937, that Mayor Shields had received some 
$30,000 which came from the Bethlehem Steel Company: 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. It is a mis¬ 
statement of what tin* record shows, and it is entirely im¬ 
proper for Board's counsel to place in the record conclu¬ 
sions of himself or the Labor Board, with respect to what 
is shown in this record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I knew nothing of it. 

Mr. Broun: What do you mean, Mr. MeGinley? 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner. I submit— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you wait for redirect. 

Mr. Shawe: This is cross examination. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You told us about a Mr. D. Hall 
Wondel: who is he.’ A. President of the Johnstown Whole¬ 
sale Grocery Company. 

Q. Is lie a member of the Chamber of Commerce, if you 
know.’ A. Yes. 

Q. You told us about Mr. William II. Patterson. Do you 
know whether that is the same Mr. William H. Pat- 
9586 terson who is chairman of the Conventions Commit¬ 
tee of the Chamber of Commerce.’ 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. It assumes 
a state of facts not in evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You have told us about a Mr. Wil¬ 
liam II. Patterson. Who is lie.’ A. Head of the Johnstown 
Office Supply Company. 

0. Is he a member of the Chamber of Commerce’ 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. The ques¬ 
tion has been answered. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He just said a minute a<ro 
that he was. 
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(,). (By Mr. Sliawc) Do you know if ho is chairman of 
any committee of the Chamber of Commerce? A. I don't. 

(>. You told us about a Mr. B. R. Nicely; do you know 
whether he is a member of the Chamber of Commerce? A. 
I don't. 

Q. You told us about a Mr. D. P. Weimer, I believe, who 
was appointed to the same committee that you were ap¬ 
pointed, at the Elks ITall meeting. Do you know whether 
that is the same Mr. D. P. Weimer who is representing the 
Employees' Representative Plan in these proceedings? 

Mr. Broun: ! object to that question, Mr. Ex- 
93S7 aminer. I didn't have to hear the rest of that ques¬ 
tion to know that it is improper. There is nothing in 
evidence, so far as this witness is concerned, which shows 
any such state of facts. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tie mav answer. 

Tile Witness: I only know one D. P. Weimer. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Who is he? A. An attorney. 

Q. Who is Dr. McCluskey? A. One of our leading Phy¬ 
sicians. 

Q. You told us that Mr. Campbell—I believe Mr. Law¬ 
rence Campbell—was present at that meeting that you at¬ 
tended, when you all in the committee interviewed Mr. 
David Watkins. Ts that correct? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you invite Mr. Campbell to that meeting? A. No. 

Q. Was he a member of your committee that was ap¬ 
pointed to interview Mr. Watkins? A. No; he was not. 

Q. You say you know Mr. Sidney Evans to see him. Did 
you see Mr. Sidney Evans during the month of June, 1937? 

A. I saw him the evening of June 14th. 

9388 Q. Where did you see him on the evening of June 
14th, Mr. McGinley? A. In the Elks Home. 

Q. Did he speak, at that meeting? A. Yes, he was called 
upon. 

0. Who called upon him to speak? A. I don't recall 
whether it the temporary chairman or the permanent chair¬ 
man, Reverend Stanton, or Mr. Martin. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon a short discussion ensued off the record, 
after which the following proceedings were had:) 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. We will adjourn 
at this time and reconvene at *20 minutes of 2. 

( Whereupon, at 12:15 o'clock p. m., a recess was taken to 
1 :40 o'clock p.m.) 


9393 After Recess 

(Thereupon, the hearing: was resumed, pursuant to re¬ 
cess. at 1:40 o'clock p. m.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come to 
order. Mr. Shawe? 

Edgar F. McGinley resumed the stand as a witness by 
and on behalf of the respondents, and having been pre¬ 
viously sworn, testified further as follows: 

Cross-Examination (Continued) 

( t >. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. McGinley, in response to one 
of Mr. Broun's questions, 1 believe you stated in substance 
that Mr. Campbell was present at that meeting that your 
committee had with Mr. Watkins instead of Mr. Weimer, 
is that correct ? A. Mr. Campbell? 

Q. Was there instead of Mr. Weimer? A. Yes. 

<2- Well, how do you know that Mr. Campbell was there 
instead of Mr. Weimer? A. Due to the fact that Mr. Wei¬ 
mer was not represented, I took it for granted that Mr. 
Campbell was the representative in his stead. 

Q. You say you took it for granted? A. Yes. 

9394 Q. Why did you take it for granted? A. Mr. Camp¬ 
bell was made secretary of the Citizens’ Committee 

at our first meeting. 

Q. Was he secretary of your committee? A. Secretary 
of the Citizens' Committee. 

Q. Do you know who invited him to that meeting? A. I 
do not. 

Q. You were present at the Thursday night meeting at 
the Central High School, is that correct? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you recall whether Rev. Nicely made a report on 
the activities of your committee at that meeting and asked 
that the committee be excused? A. I did. 

Q. Did you ever discuss that report with Reverend Nicely? 
A. I don't recall when or how, yes. 
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Q. What do you mean by that ? A. I am sort of under the 
impression I discussed it with him at that meeting that 
evening. 

( t ). What meeting that evening? A. At the high school. 

(J. You discussed the resolution? A. It was read to me. 

Q. 1 mean, the report that he read at that meeting. 

9395 A. Yes. 

Q. Where did you have the meeting with him at 
the high school? A. He sat alongside of me. 

<>. You sat alongside of him? A. Yes. 

( t >. During the meeting held at the Central High School? 
A. Yes. 

Q. What did he say to you on that occasion? A. If I re¬ 
call correctly, lie had the report from the committee that 
1 was on and he would read it that evening. 

Q. Was the report ever discussed at any meeting of the 
committee? A. Xo. 

(>. Is your answer no? A. Xo. 

Q. Prior to the time that you talked to Dr. Xicely about 
the report at the high school, had you discussed the re¬ 
port witli him? A. I don’t recall if it was discussed prior 
to that or not. 

Q. Did you authorize Dr. Xicely to make the report? 

Mr. Broun: 1 object to that, Mr. Examiner, the previous 
question covers the matter. He says he doesn't recall 
whether it was discussed or not. 

9396 Mr. Shawo: Well, I am trying to— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer. 

The Witness: The question? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you authorize Dr. Xicely to 
make the report? A. I approved it. 

Q. When did you approve it? A. That evening at the 
meeting. 

Q. What meeting? A. At the high school on the 27th. 

Mr. Broun: You mean on the 17th, don't you, Mr. McGin- 
ley ? 

The Witness: Xo, yes, on the 17th, it was on a Thurs¬ 
day night. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thursday? 

The Witness: Thursday night. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, I don't think he quite understood my 
question. 


4740 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 

Q. (By Mr. Slmwe) My question was: Did you author¬ 
ize Dr. Nicely to draw up a report? 

Mr. Broun: lie answered the question, Mr. Examiner, 
and that wasn't the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, answer this present ques¬ 
tion, Mr. McGinley. 

: The Witness: It was just read to me and I ap- 
9.*>07 proved it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you mean before it 
was read to the entire assembly? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you know prior to the time 
that Reverend Nicely read you the report at the high school, 
that night, that he was going to present a report? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it has been 
covered on cross-examination and the witness has stated 
he did not recall whether or not he talked to Dr. Nicely. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, lie hasn't said that he 
did not. 

Mr. Broun: He said he didn't recall, I don't see how a 
man can be argued into remembering something he doesn't 
remember. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, sometimes when you talk 
about tilings, at first you may not remember it and then 
as you talk along, sometimes it comes back to you. There 
is no particular harm in letting the witness definitely state 
if he bad a talk. Go ahead. 

The Witness: I don't recall discussing it prior to that 
affair at the high school that night. 

Q. ( By Mr. Shawe) Did you contribute any money 
9.*>98 to the Citizens' Committee? A. I did. 

Q. How much? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to it on the ground 
it is incompetent, irrelevant and immaterial, and because 
no connection whatever has been shown between the Citi¬ 
zens* Committee and either respondent in this case. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I gave $50, to the best of my knowledge. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did the Anderson Paper & Twine 
Company contribute any money to the Citizens’ Committee? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that question, Mr. Examiner, on 
the ground it is incompetent, irrelevant and immaterial, be- 
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cause no connection whatever lias been shown between the 
Citizens’ Committee and either respondent in this case. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. You may an¬ 
swer. 

The "Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How much money did the Anderson 
Paper & Twine Company contribute to the Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, may I have the same objec¬ 
tion and a further reason which I did not state but intended 
to state, that no connection has been shown between the An¬ 
derson Paper & Twine Company and either respon- 

9399 dent. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I believe it was $100. 

Mr. Shawe: Xo further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you have anything further, 
Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: Just a second, let me look at my notes, Mr. 
Examiner, please. Xo, sir. 

Examination by the Chair 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Mr. MeGinlev, there is 
just one point that I am not clear on. In response to ques¬ 
tions of Mr. Broun and Mr. Shawe, they both asked you the 
same question or, rather, an answer was given by you re¬ 
lating to the same thing in response to the questions put by 
them. 

At this meeting on Tuesday between the committee that 
had this discussion with Mr. Watkins, when you said that 
Mr. Campbell was there instead of Mr. Weimer, will you 
tell us again just what you meant by that? A. Mr. Weimer 
was not at the meeting, at the meeting on Tuesday evening, 
that is, Mr. Weimer was not at the meeting with Mr. Wat¬ 
kins. 

Q. Yes. A. The members of this committee, but at the 
meeting on Tuesday evening, Mr. Weimer was named. 

Mr. Broun: You mean Mondav? 

9400 Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean Monday eve¬ 
ning, do you not? 

The Witness: Monday evening, the 14th. Mr. Weimer 
was named and Reverend Xicely, Reverend Stanton, Rabbi 
Granowitz and myself, to interview Mr. Watkins. 
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Mr. Broun: Do you mean Reverend Stanton? You 
didn’t mention him before. 

Mr. Shawe: I believe he did mention him. 

The Witness: Wait a minute, no, it was Mr. Custer in¬ 
stead Of Reverend Stanton, Mr. A. M. Custer. 

Mr. Broun: I did not recall that he had mentioned it be¬ 
fore. 

The Witness: Well, I was confused there. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, I am sorrv. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

The Witness: There was Mr. Weimer, Reverend Xicely, 
Rabbi 'Granowitz, A. M. Custer and myself, and we met 
at the study for the meeting: and Mr. Weimer was not 
there, and in his stead was Campbell. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Well, now, that is the 
point I would like to get cleared up, why do you say in his 
stead? A. Due to the fact that Mr. Weimer was not there. 

Q. Well, was anything: said at the meeting- by Mr. Camp¬ 
bell or any one else to the effect that Mr. Campbell 

9401 was there instead of Mr. Weimer, or that he was 
there representing Mr. Weimer? A. There was noth¬ 
ing said at the time as to why he was there. 

Mr. Broun: May I interject, Mr. Examiner, I believe 
the witness testified that Mr. Lawrence Campbell had been 
appointed secretary of the Citizens’ Committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s correct. 

Mr. Broun: Might I ask whether any authority, in so 
far as the witness understood, had been given to Mr. Camp¬ 
bell to act as a member of committees of the Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee by virtue of his being secretary? 

The Witness: Not that I recall was there anything said 
pertaining to that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The last answer to my question 
then was, I believe, nothing was said as to the effect that he 
was there instead of Mr. Campbell, is that correct? 

9402 The Witness: Correct. 

Mr. Broun: Instead of Mr. Weimer, you mean? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I beg your pardon, instead of Mr. 
Weimer. 

The Witness: Correct. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Well, did you have any 
other basis for assuming that he was there instead? A. 
My only basis was due to the fact that lie was made secre- 
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tary at our 14th meeting and that in the absence of Weimer 
lie was there instead of Weimer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s all. 

Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: Nothing further. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Shawe? 

Mr. Shawe: Nothing further. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all; thank you, Mr. Mc- 

Ginlev. 

* 

(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Call your next witness, Mr. 
Moore, do you have another witness? 

Mr. Broun: Yes, Mr. Examiner; Mr. A. M. Custer, will 
you please take the stand? 

Albert M. Custer a witness called by and on behalf of the 
Respondents, having been duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows: 

9403 Direct Examination 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, you won’t forget that 
preface you were going to make to the witnesses about con¬ 
clusions and things? I think possibly Mr. Custer was in 
here when you made the statement to Mr. McGinley. If 
you were, Mr. Custer— 

Mr. Broun: For the sake of certainty I shall make it 
again. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When they ask you what went 
on at meetings and places, try and tell us as much as you 
can of conversations and things you heard instead of tell¬ 
ing us the conclusions that you drew from the conversa¬ 
tions. Mr. Broun explained that at length to the previous 
witness, and I thought possibly you were in here when he 
made the explanation. 

The Witness: I don't recall. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If he did not, why, keep it in 

mind anvwav. 

• • 

Mr. Broun: You understand that now, do you? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you state your name for the 
record and spell it so that it can be accurate, Mr. Custer? 
A. Albert M. Custer. 
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1 Q. Where is your residence, Mr. Custer ? A. West- 

9404 mont, a suburb of Johnstown. 

' Q. Would you give the street and number? A. SOS 
Luzerne Street. 

Q. How is Luzerne spelled? A. L-u-z-e-r-n-e. 

Q. What is your business? A. I am cashier and superin¬ 
tendent of accounts for the Penn Traffic Company. 

Q. Where is that located? A. Across the street, Wash¬ 
ington Street, by the way, pardon me. 

Q. In Johnstown? A. Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean across the street from 
where we are right now? 

The Witness: I will sav Washington Street, that is bet- 

• C 7 

ter. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) And what, in general, is the nature 
of the business of the Penn Traffic Company? A. Depart¬ 
ment store. 

Q. You say that you are cashier and credit manager? 
Triid Examiner Bloom: Superintendent. 

The Witness: Cashier and superintendent of accounts. 

1 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Superintendent of accounts? 

9405 A. Yes. * 

Q. How long have you been connected with the 
Penn Traffic Company? A. 57 years. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How old are you, Mr. Custer? 
The Witness: I am 67. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: May I say you don’t look it? 
The Witness: Thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In performing your duties with the 
Penn Traffic Company have you or have you not come in 
contact with the customers of that company directly? A. 
Yes, verv directiv. 

Q. Can you tell us a little more specifically to what ex¬ 
tent and in what way you have come in contact with the 
customers of that company? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me just a moment, Mr. 
Broun, in view of the length of time this man has been 
with that company I think you had better limit it to mod¬ 
ern times. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Particularly, Mr. Custer, in the last 
few years, down to the present time, have you been in the 
same 1 position for the last few years with the company? 
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A. Yes, I have been superintendent of accounts for a great 
many years, and T come in contact with the hundreds of 
working men of the Bethlehem Steel Company and the 
Lorain Steel Company. We have thousands of ac- 

9406 counts with the workingmen from these enterprises 
and they would come in to me from time to time, but 

of course, while this strike was going on and after the 
strike started, or even before,— 

Q. Let me interrupt you a moment. When did the strike 
start, if you recall? A. June 11th. 

Q. 1937? A. 1937. 

Q. Xow please go on. A. Even before that time, there 
was considerable activity by the organizers, and of course 
I was trying to get all of the information I could, naturally 
we were interested from a store standpoint, and community 
standpoint, regarding the proceedings. And they—many of 
them told me that they were not going to join the union; they 
were well satisfied with the collective bargaining which was 
their medium of union, I guess you would call it, in the 
Works, and that they positively were against the CIO, and 
that they would have nothing to do with them. 

9407 Q. Did you have any conversations with any of your 
customers or others whom you knew to be employees 

of Bethlehem Steel, after the strike, with respect to any¬ 
thing that had to do with the strike? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you mind reading the 
question ? 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the question as above 
set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, do you mean after 
the strike started? 

Mr. Broun: After the strike started, that is, after June 
11th, 1937. 

The Witness: I wondered. Well yes, there were a num¬ 
ber of people came into the store that were damaged at the 
gates. I remember one, in particular, who came in and said 
that he was trying to get in through the picket lines, and 
that the—he got bumped pretty bad. He had just come 
from the Cambria Steel Company Dispensary. His whole 
face was tied up— 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You mean Bethlehem? “Cambria 
Plant,” you said. A. Yes, I am an old-timer, you know. I 
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say only ••Cambria." I can't get that **Bethlehem" into 
my head. And he said, “I have settled up—I want to settle 
my account with you, 1 am leaving Johnstown and I 

9408 am not coming back. I am going back to the farm 

in Somerset Countv and stav there." 

• * 

Q. Did he state any reason? 

Mil. Rose: Well, now, Mr. Examiner, I am objecting to 
this conversation as immaterial. 1 don't see what bearing 
is has on the issue, if a man wants to leave Johnstown. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was said—what did you 
say ? 

Mr. Rose: I say I do not see what bearing this conver¬ 
sation has on the issues. 1 do not see as it is material, at 
all. 

Mil. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me it is quite 

material to show what took ulace and what was said to this 

* 

gentleman at the time that the strike started, and shortly 
thereafter, as showing what the general background of the 
situation was in Johnstown, and as showing his state of 
mind. I do not see how there can be any question— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, you aren't going to take 
much time on this, are you? 

Mr. Broun: Xo. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

The Witness: Xo. That is about all I have to sav 

9409 ! on that particular phase of it. 1 was called up on 
i the 14th, 1 believe, and asked—I think it was the 

14th. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, what day of the week 
was it ? Possibly that will bring the date to us. 

The Witness: Well now, I do not remember what dav 

• A 

that was. 

( c >. (By Mr. Broun) Well just before we get to that, you 
may have covered it, Mr. Custer: I am not sure, though, that 
you did. With reference to this particular individual that 
you say was going back to the farm , did he state to you any 
reason why he was going back to the farm? A. Oh, lie said 
that he would not—that he was done with the—with the 
mills—that he would not stand for what was going on in 
the mills: that lie wasn't going to risk his life for a job in 
the mills. That is exactly what he said. 
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Q. Well now, you say that you were telephoned on the 
14th, you believe ? A. Yes, I think it was the 14th, to come 
to a meeting at the Elks that evening. 

Q. Do you know who telephoned you? Do you remem¬ 
ber? A. It was either Dr. Stanton or Lawrence Campbell. 

I am not sure which. I told the party that 'phoned 
1*410 me that 1 was very much interested and that I would 
be there. He told me that they were going to try to 
devise ways and means to promote law and order in the 
town, and it certainly was in had shape. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, is this part of the con¬ 
versation, or your own conclusion? This last part. 

The Witness: The conversation. That was part of the 
conversation that we had on the ’phone. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) What did you say? A. I told him 
T would be there. I was very much interested. 

Q. Did tho person to whom you spoke over the telephone 
in that conversation tell you when the meeting was to be 
held? A. Yes, at the Elks, at—I think he said 7:30. 

Q. Did you or did you not go to the meeting? A. I did. 

Q. Well now, will you tell me, please, Mr. Custer, what 
you heard said at that meeting and if you recall who made 
the statements, tell me who made them, or the substance of 
what was said? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, don't you 
9411 think that meeting has been covered pretty thor¬ 
oughly? 

Mr. Broun: I think, Mr. Examiner, that Mr. Custer may 
be able to give us a few tilings— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Broun: —which have not been clearly covered. I 
did not ask about that meeting, you will recall, with Mr. 
McGinley, because T thought that— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Broun: —it wasn’t necessary. 

The Witness: Dr. Stanton called the meeting to order 
and explained the purpose. Tie said he had been around 
to the gates and saw a lot of violence, and that he thought 
it was time that the citizens were getting together and doing 
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something to hack up the Mayor in his stand on law and 
order, and for the purpose of keeping the men working, 
which they clearly indicated that they wanted to do. There 
wasn't any question about that. 

I believe after that Francis Martin was-appointed chair¬ 
man of the meeting. He called on a number of people, one 
of them was, I believe, Mr. Heckman, who, in his very care¬ 
ful way always advises that we go along in a careful man¬ 
ner, not take sides, but to do everything to restore law and 
order. 

I believe after that Francis Martin called on Sidney 
Evans and asked Mr. Evans what the Bethlehem 
9412 Steel Company proposed to do. Mr. Evans replied 
that they were going to keep the "Works open as long 
as they could. After that—I think the Mayor came in, and 
he spoke. 

Q. Do you remember what lie said ! A. Well, he said that 
he was—had the thing well in hand. The situation, well in 
hand: and that he was going to see that law and order pre¬ 
vailed in Johnstown; that he wasn't taking sides with any¬ 
one, that he felt that it was his dutv as Mavor of the citv 

• ♦ » 

to protect its citizens. And everyone was well pleased with 
what the Mayor had done. That is. 1 spoke to a number of 
people there at the time, and of course they were well 
pleased with what the Mayor was doing. In fact, I said to 
some of the people there that I thought that the citizens and 
workingmen in Johnstown owed Mayor Shields a debt of 
gratitude, that they could never pay, for the magnificent 
job that he had done in keeping the men at work, that 
wanted to work, and giving them an opportunity to go to 
work. 

Tiiere were some committees appointed, I think there 
was an Executive Committee, and what was called a Pub- 
licitv.Committee, which I believe should have been called a 
Public Relations Committee, because that is what the—the 
duties they performed. I happened to be named a member 
’ of that committee. I believe that Lawrence Campbell 
941 .*> was named secretary of the Citizens' Committee. Of 
course the meeting was in high tension, evervbodv 
was alarmed; they were fearful of what was going on at 
the gates. 
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Q. Well now. have you told us all of the conversation that 
you remember? A. Yes, I think I have told you about all 1 
can think of unless— 

Q. Well, now you say that you were appointed to this 
committee. Was there any meeting of that committee held, 
which you attended? A. Yes. Let’s see, that committee— 
I forgot that that committee was instructed to see Mr. Wat¬ 
kins and advise him that the Citizens’ Committee would 
hold him responsible for law and order in the community, 
and for violence at the gates. 

Wo met—I called up Mr. Watkins, I am not sure whether 
it was the next day or not, and asked him for an appoint¬ 
ment. T told him what for: a committee of the Citizens’ 
Committee, wanted to meet him: and asked him if we could 
come to his office, and he said that he would rather not meet 
in his office. 

I then called up Dr. Nicely who was a member of that 
committee and asked him if we might meet in the church. 

Q. That is. the Lutheran Church? A. In the Luth- 
9414 eran Church. He said we could. So I called Mr. 

Watkins back and told him that we would meet him 
there at four o’clock, which was satisfactory to him. 

Q. Did the committee meet there at that time? A. The 
committee met there at that time. We were all there when 
—and Mr. Watkins and— 

Q. Was his name Stephenson? A. That is right. Mr. 
Stephenson. One of the local labor men, was with Mr. Wat¬ 
kins. And Dr. Nicely proceeded to tell Mr. Watkins what 
the committee had met for, or met with him for, and he 
stated that he didn’t think that—or that he would do his best 
to have law and order prevail— 

Q. Who said that? A. Mr. Watkins: but that he didn’t 
know—he would do the best he could, but he could not con¬ 
trol the men at the gates: that they were in charge of cap¬ 
tains, and he would advise the captains against violence. 

Q. Well now, you stated a moment ago that the commit¬ 
tee had been instructed to—correct me if T am wrong— 
instructed to advise Mr. Watkins that the Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee would hold him responsible for— A. Yes. 

Q. —violence? A. Yes. 

Q. Was that stated to Mr. Watkins at the time ? A. 
That was stated to Mr. Watkins at the time, yes. 


9415 
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Q. Do you remember who stated that to him ? A. Well I— 
I believe that Reverend—or Rabbi Granowitz and Dr. 
Nicely both told him that. That is my recollection. 

Q. Do you recall what specifically or in substance Mr. 
Watkins said in answer to that statement? A. He said that 
he would do the best he could, but he would not be held re¬ 
sponsible. 

Q. Now go ahead. I interrupted you, and tell me what 
else vou remember it* anvthing anvone said at that meet- 
ing? A. Well, it was general talk. I don't recall anything. 
That is about the substance of what was said. 

Q. Did you attend any of the meetings after that that had 
to do with the Citizens' Committee's activities or in connec¬ 
tion with the strike? A. No. I was out of town for a few 
days and I did not attend any meetings at all. until one that 
was called by Robert Waters for the purpose of—he ex¬ 
plained to me on the 'phone that he wanted me to come to 
his house— 

Q. Now just a moment, Mr. ('lister. Do you remember 
anything about a meeting at the High School ? A. Oh, yes, 
yes, yes, yes: I do remember a meeting at the High School, 
that is right. 

0416 1 Q. Were you at that meeting? A. Yes, I was there. 

Q. Do you remember when that occurred ? A. I be¬ 
lieve that was on a Thursday evening about the 16th or 
18th. 

Q. I have a calendar here, if I might suggest the date— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If I tell you Thursday was the 
17th. would you be shocked, Mr. Custer? 

The Witness: Would I be shocked? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: No, I would not be shocked, because I will 
tell you frankly that I am not so good on dates. 

9417 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, would you take my 
word for it ? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That June 17th was on Thurs¬ 
day. 

The Witness: I think I would, yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You said you were out of town, Mr. 
Custer. Did you go out of town after that meeting on the 
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17th, or not ? A. Yes. I think it was after that meeting that 
I was out of town. 

Q. Well, you started to tell me about a meeting in which 
you used the name of Mr. Waters, was that the next meeting 
you attended? A. That was the next meeting I attended, 
yes. 

Q. Xow, will you tell me about that meeting, telling me 

what Mr. Waters said to you, if he told you anything? A. 

Mr. Waters called me on the phone and said that he would 

like to have me come up, that was on a Saturday evening, T 

believe the 26th, if I recall right. 

Q. Saturday was the 26th—26th was a Saturday. A. 

Well, it was. Saturdav evening. 

* * 

Q. June— A. Saturday evening. 

9418 Q. That was in June, wasn't it ? A. When t went 
there—or when he called me on the phono, he said 

that he was getting a few fellows together to go over some 
names for the purpose of raising money to defray expenses 
of some advertising and radio broadcasting in connection 
with the Citizens’ Committee. 

Q. That was the 26th of June ? A. That was the 26th, yes. 
Q. Of June? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you remember what you said to him? A. I told 
him I would be there. When there was any money to be 
raised, I was always there. 

Q. Where was this meeting to take place, did he say? A. 
At him home, yes. When I went to the house or to Mr. 
Waters' home, I met "Robert McEldowney, and Albert Wal¬ 
ters. 

Q. That is—how do you spell “Albert Walters"? A. 
A-l-b-e-r-t W-a-l-t-e-r-s. 

Q. Mr. Waters is W-a-t-e-r-s, is that correct ? A. W-a- 
t-e-r-s, W-a-l-t-e-r-s, McEldowney, and myself. And we 
took the phone book and went over prospective names that 
we thought that we could get money from, to conduct this 
advertising and radio campaign for the Citizens’ 

9419 Committee. And Waters said that he was going to 
call a meeting for Sunday, that is the 27th of June, 

at the Country Club, for the purpose of naming committees 
to take these names and secure the funds. That meeting 
was held. 
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Q. Is that the next day? A. That was Sunday, the 27th. 
MeEldowney was named one of the chairmen, and I really 
forget who the other one was. But anyway, I was on Mc- 
Eldowncy's committee, and we took those names off the 
following* day and we raised some money. 

They had some hooks printed. I turned mine over—for 
my collection—I turned over to MeEldowney. That is 
about all there is to that. 

Q. You say ‘‘they had some books printed.” Do you 
mean by that, the Citizens' Committee? A. Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Which one are vou looking for? 
Mr. Broun: Xo., 72. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Haven't you got a copy of it? 
Mr. Broun: Yes, may I use that? 

The Witness: May I be excused a minute? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were had as follows:) 

9420 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, you have said, Mr. Cus¬ 
ter. that at the meeting on .Tune 27th, at the Country 

Club, and on .Tune 26th at Mr. Waters’ home, you talked 
about raising money to conduct a newspaper and radio ad¬ 
vertising? A. Yes. 

Q. I show you a copy of Board’s Exhibit No. 72, and ask 

you whether you have ever seen that or a copy of that ? A. 

Yes. in the newspapers. In the local newspapers. 

Q. Will you tell me, if you remember, on what date you 

first saw it? A. I don’t recall. 

Q. If you will look at the exhibit, perhaps you can refresh 

vour memorv? A. June 24th. 

* • 

Q. You saw it on that day ? A. Yes. 

Q. That was before the meeting at Mr. Waters’ house, 
and before the meeting at the Country Club? A. Before 
the meeting at the residence of Mr. Waters. 

Q. Well, then, when you said that people made statements 
about raising money to conduct newspaper and radio ad¬ 
vertising, were you entirely accurate? A. Yes. I under¬ 
stood that this advertisement here was paid for by Robert 
Waters, or that money had been raised by him in some way. 
At any rate, he was responsible for it, for the adver- 

9421 tising. For the payment of that advertising. That 
is the way I understood. 
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Q. Veil, then, was the money that you were to raise to be 
used to pay back Mr. Waters, or not? A. Well— 

Q. Or to pay for expenses that had been incurred? A. I 
imagine—I imagine that is what it was for, and to continue 
their advertising and radio expense, yes. 

Q. Xow, Mr. Ouster, you have testified about certain meet¬ 
ings that you attended. Can you tell me whether or not 
you attended any conferences rather than meetings at any 
time? Other than the one at Mr. Waters' home? A. Xo, I 
don't recall that I attended any other meetings outside of 
one that Lawrence Campbell called me and told me that 
there was a committee from the Citizens’ Committee were 
going to meet with Mr. Bashore and Mr. Prendergast at 
the hotel. 

Q. What hotel? A. At the Fort Stanwix Hotel. 

Q. Do you remember what date that was, or approxi¬ 
mately when? A. I don't recall that date. I don't recall 
that date. 

Q. Was it after the meeting at the high school, do you 
think, or not? A. Yes, I am sure it was. I am sure 
942*2 it was after that meeting because I recall an incident 
that happened at that meeting. 

Q. Xow, will you tell me what the incident was, that you 
refer to— A. Well, Mr.— 

Q. Perhaps it will help you fix the date of the meeting 
when he— A. Well, I couldn't fix the date. I know that it 
was after that meeting, or after that meeting—after the 
meeting at the high school, because it was a matter that 
Mr. Bashore mentioned in connection with that meeting. 
We met—this committee composed of Frank Geis—I am not 
sure, but I believe Carl Geis was there. Reverend Xicelv 
came in later; Father Woloslmk, Father Hebron and my¬ 
self. 

Q. Do you recall whether Dr. Stanton was there or not ? 
A. Yes, Dr. Stanton was there. 

Q. And you say Mr. Campbell telephoned you. Was he 
at the meeting? A. He was at the meeting. Mr. Campbell 
was at the meeting. 

Q. Xow, will you tell me what was said at that meeting, 
in so far as you recall? What took place? A. We were 
there—we had an appointment with Mr. Bashore for— 
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0423 Campbell had arranged a meeting with him, with 
a view of talking over the— 

Mr. Rose: Mr. Examiner, may we have what was said, 
please ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell ns what was said. 

The Witness: What was said? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: All right. I will try. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, you mentioned Mr. Bashore 
was there. Any one else? A. Yes, Mr. Prendergast. We 
were waiting there for them. They came in about half an 
hour later and made excuses that they had been around— 
they had taken time, had taken that time to—and had gone 
around to the gates; that they saw no evidence of any vio¬ 
lence. and that picketing was very quiet. 

Prendergast particularly was somewhat excited. He was 
leaving the meeting that we were in. or that we were in the 
lobby at the hotel, and he every once in a while—he left me 
and went over somewhere, 1 don't know where, to talk to 
somebody. I believe Reverend Granowitz, or Rabbi Gran- 
owitz came in. I think he talked to him. I think I saw him 
—I know I saw him talking to Granowitz. And then he 
would come back. And then he—he said, “You are the Cit¬ 
izens' Committee?" He said, “Aren't you—aren't 
9424 you a Vigilante Committee, or a Vigilantes Commit¬ 
tee''? He tried to pin “Vigilantes" on us. Tie was 
so damned mad that lie was hissing through his teeth, that 
is what it looked like to me. 

Mr. Bashore was just about as sore. He seemed to be— 

Mr. Rose: Xow— 

The Witness: —he pointed his finger—I will tell you 
now— 

Mr. Rose: Excuse me. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, can't the witness go ahead? 
He is telling what he saw done. 

Mr. Rose: Well, may we have the characterization 
stricken ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, there is no objection to 
characterization. Otherwise this testimony is meaningless. 
You see a man waving his arms around— 

The Witness: He pointed his finger at me and he said, 
“Who are you?” I said, “My name is Custer.” He said, 
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‘‘What do you do ?” T said, “I am connected with the Penn 
Traffic Company/’ He said to Frank Geis, “Who are 
you?”—to Frank Geis—“What do you do?” “I am in the 
the furniture business.” 

Tie said to Father Wolo-shuk, “I can see what your calling 
is.” And then he said, “Somebody at the”—this is the 
matter that I recall that I was at the high school meeting— 
he said, “You”—or he said— 

0425 He said, “Somebody over there—or Hoffman dur¬ 
ing his speech at the High School said that Dan 
Shields would make a good Governor.” 

He said. “Do you think he would?” (Indicating), “Do 
you think he would?” (Indicating). All excited. I 
thought that was the greatest exhibition— 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike this, Mr. Examiner. 

The Witness: Strike this? I would like to say this, I 
think it was the greatest exhibition— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That goes out. 

The Witness: What ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Have you told us everything 
that occurred? 

The Witness: I have told you everything that occurred. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

The Witness: I certainly would like to tell you about 
the exhibition. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now suppose you say— 

The Witness: I will tell you. it was a hard line for the 
citizens of Johnstown to be treated by State officials like 
that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That goes out. Mr. Broun. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Custer, you said that Mr. Pren- 
dergast, I believe, asked you if you weren’t a vigilante 
committee? A. Yes. 

9426 Q. Did anyone make a statement, any member of 
the committee? A. I told him it was absurd, that we 
were there, that we were only interested in seeing him, try¬ 
ing to get the State officials to- help us to restore order in 
the community, that is all there was to it. 

Q. Do you remember, Mr. Custer, that the Cambria Plant 
was closed pursuant to what was so-called martial law? A. 
Yes. 
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Q. Do you remember whether or not this conference or 
meeting- that you have just told us about was before that 
time ? A. I believe the plant was closed when Bashore was 
here, no. it wasn’t, no, I don’t recall that; I don’t recall 
that, there is too many things to recall, that’s a long time 
ago. 

Q. Mr. Custer, I propose to ask you some questions which 
are more or less involved and which I particularly desire 
that you fully understand before you attempt to answer 
them. If the questions are not clear please do not hesitate 
to ask that they be repeated as many times as you desire 
until you are sure that you understand them. In asking 
these questions, I shall use the phrase “member of the Citi¬ 
zens’ ‘Committee” or other phrases which have the same 
meaning; will you please tell me now what that 
5)4:27 phrase will mean to you when you shall answer the 
questions, that is to say, the phrase “member of the 
Citizens* Committee”? A. The phrase “a member of the 
Citizens’ Committee?” 

Q. I want to know what that means to you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If Mr. Broun asks you whether 
a certain person was a member of the Citizens’ Committee, 
what would you use as the standard to determine whether 
or not he was a member of the Citizens’ Committee, what do 
you mean by it. if some one met you on the street and said, 
“Was so-and-so a member of the Citizens' Committee?” 

What would you think of that? 

9428 The Witness: Well, I would say that I would con¬ 
sider that all of those that gave their names at the 
Elks Club that night, that is, the night of the 14tli, I believe, 
of June, and all others who took part in the activities of the 
Citizens' Committee during the strike. 

Mr. Broun: Now, I shall also use— 

The Witness: Is that what you want? 

Mr. Broun: Had vou finished vour answer? 

» % 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We want your idea. 

The Witness: Yes, I think that is about as clear as I can 
state it. 

Mr. Broun: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, then, I shall also use in asking 
these questions the phrase “the transaction of business” 
or some other phrase that has substantially the same mean- 
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ing; will you please tell me what you understand that phrase 
to mean, the phrase “transaction of business”? A. Well, 
anything, that is pretty hard, it is one you would almost 
have to look in the dictionary for. Let’s see, anything that 
pertains to doing anything, or finishing anything in a busi¬ 
ness way, would that be all right? 

T rial Examiner Bloom: Well, you— 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Is that what you—is that what the 
phrase means to you? A. Well, I would say that that 
0429 would be about as near as I can put it without look¬ 
ing in the dictionary. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, Mr. Broun undoubtedly has 
his own ideas on it, he wants to get your ideas right now. 

Mr. Broun: That’s right. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) That is, what the phrase “trans¬ 
action of business” means to you, the doing or performing 
some business? A. Yes, the performance of anything in a 
business way. 

Q. Now, I will ask you these questions— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You had better listen closely. 

Mr. Hose: Mr. Examiner, for the record— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The same objection. 

Mr. Rose: Mav we have the same objection to the entire 
line? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainlv, unless vou hear from 
me, Mr. Custer, you answer the questions, as you under¬ 
stand them, but if you don’t understand them completely, 
please say so because you will find that these questions will 
ordinarily require a mere yes or no answer so that to be 
sure, to be perfectly sure that you understand the question 
completely before you attempt to answer it, I mean be sure 
that you understand it completely before you attempt to 
answer it. 

9430 The Witness: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did any one purporting to be 
a representative of or to be acting for or to be authorized 
to act for either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation at any time before or during the strike 
among the employees of the Bethlehem Steel Company at 
its Cambria Plant in June, 1937, directly or indirectly sug¬ 
gest to you or order or direct that you or in so far as you 
know, that the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or any mem¬ 
ber, officer, representative or committee thereof, do or re- 
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frain from doing anything in connection with the formation 
of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee? A. Xo. 

Q. Is the answer no? A. Xo. 

Mr. Broun: Did you get that, Mr. Reporter? 

The Reporter: Yes. 

Q. Or in connection with any of the activities of the Johns¬ 
town Citizens* Committee or of its Executive Committee or 

of anv other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Com- 
% 

mittee? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the holding of anv meetings? A. 
Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the issuance of any pub- 

9431 lie statement or statements? A. Xo. 

1 Q. Or in connection with the insertion of any ad¬ 
vertisement or advertisements in any newspaper or news¬ 
papers? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the publication of any booklet 
or booklets or any pamphlet or pamphlets? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the making of any speeches or 
statements over the radio or otherwise? A. Xo, not to my 
knowledge. 

Q. Or in connection with the solicitation or expenditure 
of funds? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the sending of any communica¬ 
tions to or the holding of any conferences with officials of. 
or other persons purporting to represent, the United States 
of America? A. Xo. 

Q. Or the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania? A. Xo. 

Q. Or Cambria County? A. Xo. 

Q. Or the City of Johnstown? A. Xo. 

9432 Q. Or Franklin Boro? A. Xo. 

Q. Or the so-called Steel Workers’ Committee? A. 

Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with anything whatsoever? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Mr. Broun: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon, there was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

9433 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did anyone whom you know 
or believe to have been a representative of or acting 

for or authorized to act for either Bethlehem Steel Com- 
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pany or Bethlehem Steel Corporation at any time before or 
during the strike among the employees of Bethlehem Steel 
Company at its Cambria Plant in June, 1937, directly or in¬ 
directly suggest to you or order or direct that you or in so 
far as you know that the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee 
or any member, officer, representative or committee thereof 
do oi* refrain from doing anything in connection with the 
formation of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? A. Abso¬ 
lutely no. 

Q. Or in connection with any of the activities of the Johns¬ 
town Citizens’ Committee or of its Executive Committee or 
of any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Commit¬ 
tee? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the holding of any meetings? A. 
Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the issuance of any public state¬ 
ment or statements? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the insertion of any advertise¬ 
ment or advertisements in anv newspaper or newspapers? 
A. Xo. 

9434 Q. Or in connection with the publication of any 
booklet or booklets or pamphlet or pamphlets? A. 

Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the making of any speeches or 
statements over the radio or otherwise? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the solicitation or expenditure 
of funds? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the sending of any communica¬ 
tions to or the holding of any conferences with officials of 
or other persons purporting to represent the United States 
of America? A. Xo. 

Q. Or the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania? A. Xo. 

Q. Or Cambria County? A. Xo. 

Q. Or the City of Johnstown? A. Xo. 

Q. Or Frankiin Boro ? A. Xo. 

Q. Or the so-called Steel Workers’ Committee? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with anything whatsoever? 

9435 Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In taking any action or in 
doing anything, or in refraining from taking any action or 
doing anything, did you, as a member of the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee or of any committee of the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee, ever act for the purpose of aiding, 
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helping or benefiting 'Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Corporation as distinguished from any other in¬ 
terest or other property owner whether located in Johns¬ 
town or elsewhere? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In taking any action or doing any¬ 
thing or in refraining from taking any action or doing any¬ 
thing, did you, as a member of the Johnstown Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee ! or of any committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee, ever endeavor to act for the purpose of aiding, help¬ 
ing or benefiting Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation as distinguished from any other interest 
or other property owner whether located in Johnstown or 
elsewhere? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. Off the record. 

(Whereupon a discussion ensued off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In so far as you know, did the Johns¬ 
town Citizens’ Committee or its Executive Commit- 
9436 tee or any other committee of the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens' Committee or any member or representative of 
any of such committees ever take any action or do anything 
or refrain from taking any action or doing anything for the 
purpose of aiding, helping or benefiting Bethlehem Steel 
Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation as distinguished 
from any other interest or other property owner whether 
located in Johnstown or elsewhere? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did any member or representative 
of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or of its Executive 
Committee or of any other committee of the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens' Committee at any meeting of any of such committees 
which 1 you attended or elsewhere, in so far as you know, ever 
sav in words or in substance that the taking of anv action 
or the doing of anything or the refraining from taking any 
action or doing anything by any of such committees or by 
any member or representative thereof was for the purpose 
of aiding, helping or benefiting Bethlehem Steel Company 
or Bethlehem Steel Corporation as distinguished from any 
other 1 interest or other property owner whether located in 
Johnstown or elsewhere? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you understand that? 
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The Witness: Yes, I do. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

The Witness: Xo. 

9437 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Was anything said in any 
meeting of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of 
any committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee which 
you attended, to the effect that anything was to be done or 
attempted by the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or by its 
Executive Committee or by any other committee of the 
Johnstown Citizens* Committee in the interest of Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation as 
distinguished from any other interest or other property 
owner, whether located in Johnstown or elsewhere/ A. 
Please read the first part of that again, will you? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, 1 think—off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 


(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Broun: Let me read that, because for the purposes 
of the record it is to be slightly changed by the addition of 
a phrase that the Examiner suggests, so I shall read the 
question with that one slight change. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Was anything said by any one in 
any meeting of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of 
its Executive Committee or of any other committee of the 
Johnstown Citizens' Committee which you attended, to the 
effect that anything was to be done or attempted by the 
Johnstown Citizens' Committee or by its Executive 
9438 Committee or by any other committee of the Johns¬ 
town Citizens' Committee in the interest of Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation as 
distinguished from any other interest or other property 
owner, whether located in Johnstown or elsewhere? A. Ab¬ 
solutely no. 

Q. Mr. Custer, do you know Mr. C. R. Ellicott? A. Yes, 
I am acquainted with Mr. Ellicott, I met Mr. Ellicott once 
when he—the first time I met him was shortly after he 
became general manager of the Bethlehem Plant and I did 
not meet him from that time on until a few days ago when 
I had occasion to go to his office to see him regarding a mat¬ 
ter connected with the Parks of Johnstown. 
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I will say this, the reason I had not met him, the reason 
I had not known him better, I guess, I was asked to stay 
away from the general office, I was told that I wasn't wel¬ 
come there. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Who told you that? 

The Witness: I think it was Evans. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) That is Sidney Evans, you mean? 
A. We got into an altercation regarding the Incline. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean the Cogs Railway? 
The Witness: Yes, the Cogs Railway. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us about it. 

9439 The Witness: Well, that is all there was to it, 
we got into an altercation and 1 got so damned sore 

about it, he simply said words that Campbell and I were 
not welcome at the general office any more, and we never 
went near it. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) What Mr. Campbell is that? A. 
Lawrence (’ainpbell. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When was all this? 

The Witness: Well, this was when we were talking about 
this Incline, I don't know how long ago it was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Well, how did the rumpus start ? 
Mr. Broun: Was it months or years? 

The Witness: Oh, it wasn't years, just a short time— 
well, we, Campbell and El Salzer ( ?) and a bunch of Johns- 
towners, when the Chamber of Commerce practically 
passed out of existence, organized the Citizens' Council 
of Greater Johnstown, which was represented by sixty- 
four organizations from the different wards. For instance, 
the 14th Ward Booster Club, and all these things, and we 
sought to do some things, to get some parks, and we took 
up the matter of Cambria, we were going to discontinue 
the Incline, or they— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You sav Cambria? 

The Witness: Well, the Bethlehem, I always say Cam¬ 
bria, you understand. 

9440 Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

i The Witness: That is on my brain. They had 
decided they were going to discontinue the Incline and it 


went before the Public Sei 


ce Commission and thev asked 


the Commission to do so 


and this Citizens' Council took 
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up the matter and fought it and we won and that was all 
there was to it. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, when you said, Mr. Custer, the 
Bethlehem was going to discontinue the Incline, you mean 
the company that owned the Incline? A. The Cambria 
Plane Incline Company, of which all the stock was owned 
by the Bethlehem Steel Company. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And you live up in Westmont, 
so that means you would have to walk down ? 

The Witness: Xo, I never walk. I was only interested, 
I was only interested, from the standpoint of the common 
people who had to use the Incline and that is what we were 
aiming to do. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: About how long ago was that? 
The Witness: Well, now, that is pretty hard to say, Mr. 
Examiner, I don't know. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Was that before or after the Johns¬ 
town Flood? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Which flood? 

Mr. Broun: The '36 flood. 

9441 Trial Examiner Bloom: This man has seen two 
floods. 

Mr. Broun: '36 is the only one in the record. 

The Witness: I was wrecked in this building over here 
at the time, the time of the first flood. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: '89? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Broun: That's the first time that’s been in the rec¬ 

ord. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that the first time? 

Mr. Broun: I think so. 

The Witness: I don’t know how long ago, I couldn't tell 
you, it is somewhere around probably a year ago or some¬ 
thing like that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : All right, go ahead. 

The Witness: About that. 

Mr. Broun: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did Mr. C. R. Ellicott, in so far as 

you know, take any part in the transaction of any business 

that was transacted at any time by the Johnstown Citizens' 

Committee or bv its Executive Committee or bv anv other 
• • • 

committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? A. 
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Neither directly or indirectly I ever heard of Mr. Ellicott 
• * 

in any transaction or doings of the Citizens' Com- 

9442 mittee. 

Q. You testified, I believe, that Mr. Sidney D. 
Evans was present at the meeting of the citizens held at 
the Elks Club on the evening of Monday, June 14th, 1937, 
and that at that meeting Mr. Evans made a statement to 
the effect, in substance, that Bethlehem Steel Company 
would keep the mills open for the men who desired to work, 
is that correct? A. That's correct. 

Q. Do you regard the making of that statement as the 
transaction of business? A. I certainly do not. 

Q. Did Mr. Evans in so far as you know take any part 
in the transaction of any business that was transacted at 
that meeting? A. He did not, and left shortly after he 
made that statement. I don't know, it was only a short time 
afterwards. 

Q. Did Mr. Sidney D. Evans take any part in so far as 
you know in the transaction of any business that was trans¬ 
acted at any time by the Johnstown Citizens' Committee 
or by its Executive Committee or by any other committee 
of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee? A. He never was 
at any meeting that l was ever at, and 1 asked a number of 
people why in die devil Bethlehem didn't get into this thing, 
why they weren't interested in it, in helping the 

9443 citizens of .Johnstown to take up this burden that we 
: had here, to help to smooth this situation. 

I couldn't understand why there wasn't some meetings 
with them. Xo, Mr. Evans was never there when I was 
there at any meeting that I attended. 

Q. Except that one meeting? A. Well, that first meeting. 

Q. Yes. A. But there were several meetings that I was 
not at, and 1 never heard him being there. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Reporter, will you read 
the last question ? 

(The reporter repeated tin* last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: Xo. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, Mr. Custer, you said that you 
never heard that Mr. Evans was present at any meeting 
that you were not present at; was Mr. Evans present at 
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any nicotine that you were* present at other than the meet¬ 
ing 1 of Monday, the 14th? A. lie positively was not. 

Q. Did you ever hear from any member or representa¬ 
tive of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or of its Execu¬ 
tive Committee or of any other committee of the 
9444 Johnstown Citizens' Committee that Mr. Sidney D. 

Evans ever took any pari in the transaction of any 
business that was transacted at any time by any of such 
committees? A. 1 did not. 


Q. Did any person purporting to be a representative of 
or to be acting for or to bo authorized to act for either 
Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation 
take any part, in so far as you know, in the transaction of 

anv business that was transacted at anv time bv the Johns- 

» • • 

town Citizens* Committee or by its Executive Committee 
or by any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens' Com¬ 
mittee ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: Xo. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did any person who you know was 
or believe to have been a representative of or acting for 
or authorized to act for either Bethlehem Steel Company 
or Bethlehem Steel Corporation take any part in so far as 
you know in the transaction of any business that was trans¬ 
acted at any time by the Johns!own Citizens* Committee or 
by its Executive Committee or by any other Committee of 
the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? A. X~o. 

Q. Did you ever hear from any member or representative 
of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or of its Exec- 


9445 utive Committee or of any other committee of the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee that any person pur¬ 
porting to be a representative of or to be acting for or to 
be authorized to act for either Bethlehem Steel Company 
or Bethlehem Steel Corporation ever took any part in the 
transaction of any business that was transacted at any 
time by any of such committees? A. Xo. 

Q. Did you ever hear from any member or representative 
of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or of its Executive 
Committee or of any other committee of the Johnstown 
Citizens* Committee that any person who you know was or 
believe to have been a representative of or acting for or 
authorized to act for either Bethlehem Steel Company or 
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Bethlehem Steel Corporation ever took any part in the 

transaction of any business that was transacted at any time 

bv anv of such committees? A. Xo. 

• % 

Q. Did you ever hear from any member or representative 
of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of its Executive 
Committee or of any other committee of the Johnstown 
Citizens' Committee that any person who such member or 
representative stated that lie knew or believed was a rep¬ 
resentative of. or acting for, or authorized to act for, either 
! Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Cor- 
<44(> poration ever took any part in the transaction of 
any business that was transacted at any time by 
any of such committees? A. Xo. 

Q. il)id any member or representative of the Johnstown 
Citizens' Committee or of Executive Committee or of 
any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee 
ever fell you that there ever was a connection between any 
of such committees and either Bethiehem Steel Company 
or Bethlehem Steel Corporation? A. Xo. 

Q. Did anyone who purported to be a representative of 
or to be acting for or to be authorized to act for either 
Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corpora¬ 
tion ever tell you that there ever was any connection be¬ 
tween the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or its Execu¬ 
tive Committee or any other committee of the Johnstown 
Citizens' Committee and either such company or such cor¬ 
poration ? A. Xo. 

Q. Did anyone who you know was or believe to have been 
a representative of or actinir for or authorized to act for 
either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Cor¬ 
poration ever tell you that there ever was any connection 
between the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or its Execu¬ 
tive C omn dttee or any other committee of the Johnstown 
i Citizens’ Committee and either such company or 
1)447 such corporation? A. Xo. 

Q. Xow, Mr. Custer, I hand you a list of names 
and ask that you read it and consider it, taking all the time 
that you like and I shall ask you some questions with re¬ 
spect to that list of names. First I will tell you what the 
question is to be. You understand I am not asking you 
the question now, but I am merely giving it to you so that 
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vou will understand what ii will he, and after vou have 
considered the names let me know, and I will ask you the 
question. 

The question will be: In so far as you know were any 
of the following; named persons a member of the Johns¬ 
town Citizens* Committee or of any committee thereof, and 
then 1 will have the list of names following. A. Yes. 


(The document was passed to the witness.) 

Q. Have you considered the list ! A. Yes. 

Q. Let me ask you the question: In so far as you know 
were any of the following named persons a member of the 
Johnstown Citizens* Committee or of any committee 
thereof: 

Eugene G. Grace 
Frederick A. Shick 

Robert E. McMath 
9448 George H. Blakeley 
C. Austin Buck 
Charles R. Holton 
(’harles M. Schwab 
James II. Ward 
Quincy Bent 
Archibald Johnston 
Joseph M. Larkin 
Paul Mackail 
Xorborne Berkeley 
Charles D. Marshall 
William J. Brov. 

James P. Bender 
Charles R. Miller 
Edward B. 11 ill 
William H. Johnstone 
Warren M. Driver 
Sigmund L. Holverstott 
Richard II. Schlottn lan 
Frederick X. Finger 
Robert Young 
Fred II. Overdorf 
William L. Achenbach 
Donald T. Aikenhead 
Jesse Y. Honevcutt 
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9440 John M. Ellis 

Charles M. Denise 

William II. Stewart 

Paul W. Cotton 

Edward F. Gold 

Robert S. A. Dougherty 

Roy A. Lewis 

Charles R. Ellieott 

Harry A. Whitaker 

Edward F. Entwisle 

Jacob IT. Edmonds 

Stewart J. Cort 

Frank A. Robbins, Jr. 

Edwin J. Paulus 

T. Scott Clingan 

Thomas R. Johns 

Myrle L. Jacobs 

Arthur F. Peterson 

Edward J. Quackenbush 

Agustino T. De Serrano 

John M. Gross 

Harry C. Crawford 

Ralph E. Hough 

Sidney I). Evans 

Ewart L. Roberts 

9450 John C. Davies 

Francis A. Dunn 

Homer M. (Tossett 

Ralph Kent 

Gordon R. Baer 

Frank E. Howells 

Harry R. Coulson 

Harry A. Marley 

Harry H. Phillips 

Thomas F. Gallagher 

Clifford T. Ward 

William IT. Bennett 

Thomas C. Kern 

Patrick J. Scott 

Daniel W. O’Learv 

* 

Scott I). Baumer 
Charles J. Eppley 
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Edwin W. Trexler 
George W. Rodgers 
Harry F. Raab 
Jerry F. Wilbur 
Harold C. Cox 
Harry E. Trout 
diaries M. Schwartz 

Robert Earl Penrod 

9451 Elliott H. Hollenback 
William C. Frank 

Clayton T. Harrison 
Bernard A. Blunie 
Irwin W. Penrod 
Edward O. Murrav 
Walter M. Thomas 
Henry P. Veil 
Frank E. Thompson 
Wilbur B. Hoddinott 

A. You mean this list? 

Q. That's right. A. Xo, tin* only man that appeared at 
any meeting was Mr. Evans, as I stated before, at the first 
meeting for a little while. 

Q. In so far as you know did any of the persons— A. 
Will you let me qualify that, please? 

Q. Certainly. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

The Witness: There are some of these names that I 
never heard of. I know nearly everybody in Johnstown, 
that is, of these people, that is these Johnstown people, 
there may have been some of these people at meetings that 
I did not know, but to my knowldge there was nobody there 
on this list. 

9452 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, Mr. Broun's ques¬ 
tion said, “in so far as you know." 

The Witness: That's right, that's all right then, T wanted 
to be sure of that myself. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) So that your answer is in so far as 
you know none of those persons were members of the Johns¬ 
town Citizens' Committee or anv committee thereof? A. 
Xo. 

Q. In so far as you know did any of the persons whose 
names 1 read in asking the preceding question at any time 
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suggest to you or order or direct that the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee or its Executive Committee or any other 
committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee as such 
Citizens' Committee or as such Executive Committee or 
as any such other committee do or refrain from doing any¬ 
thing ? 


1)47)3 Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: Xo. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In so far as you know, did any of 
the persons whose names I have read in asking the next 
to the last question, at any time suggest to you or order 
or direct that any member or officer or representative of 
the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of its Executive 
Committee or of any other committee of the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee as such member or officer or represen¬ 
tative do or refrain from doing anything? A. Xo. 

ME Broun: Xo further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Any cross? 


Cross-Examination 


Q. (By Mr. Rose) How long have you resided in Johns¬ 
town, Mr. Custer? A. I was born here. 

Mr. Broun: Xow, Mr. (bister, do you mean the city lim¬ 
its of Johnstown, or tin* area, because there has been testi- 

monv that Westmont is— 

% 

The Witness: Well, this, where I was born, it is now the 
14th Ward, but it was Millville Boro, Minersville. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean— 

The Witness: I was born in Minersville below the 
9454 citv limits here, that is now the 14th Ward of the 
City of Johnstown. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean what they call Greater 
Johnstown ? 

The Witness: Greater Johnstown area, it is now Johns¬ 
town, where I was born. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you recall hearing of a man by 
the name of Tom Conboy? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you recall meeting him in 1919 or about that time ? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to this as entirely 
incompetent, irrelevant, immaterial, what can 1919 have to 
do with the issues in this case? 
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Mr. Rose: 1 think— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don't know, we will just have 
to indulge counsel with the same presumption that I have 
indulged all the lawyers since the case started, that they 
have something in mind when they ask the question. 

Mr. Broun: I object to it on tiie ground, Mr. Examiner, 
it is incompetent, irrelevant, immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer subject to 
a motion to strike. 

Mr. Broun: Subject to an exception? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If there is no connection— 
94.').') The Witness: Well, I knew Mr. Conboy, yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, do you recall meeting 
him some time in 1919? A. Yes. 

Q. Who was Mr. Conboy at that time, do you recall? A. 
Mr. Conboy was, I believe, an organizer during the steel 
strike in 1919. 

Q. Do you mean he was a labor organizer ? A. Well, I 
would judge you would call him that. 

Q. I didn't hear you. A. 1 would judge that you would 
call him that, yes. 

Q. Do you recall meeting him with a group of citizens 
about that time? A. Xo, T don't recall meeting him with a 
group of citizens. 

Q. Do you recall meeting him alone? A. Yes. I went 
over to the Labor Temple, to what they called the Labor 
Temple at that time, to solicit business at the Labor Temple 
for Penn Traffic Company and got every bit of it. 

Q. IIow long— A. We became quite friendly, by the 
way. 

Q. Were you also quite friendly with Mr. Conboy ? 
9456 A. We were on speaking terms, 1 would say friendly, 
yes, he visited my office on one occasion, I recall 
that. If you want me to tell the story, it might be well. 

It was reported that the Penn Traffic Company had dis¬ 
continued credit to all strikers during the steel strike and 
I called Mr. Conboy and asked him to come over to the 
office, and he came over and I told him, I said, “I will give 
you a hundred dollars if you show me where we have 
turned down one steel striker in giving him his usual 
amount of credit," and the next morning he sent Harvey 
Thomas, who was then an organizer, I believe, Harvey 
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Thomas is still living; and he can tell this story, that he 
brought a man over, he said, “Well, Bert,” he said, “well, 
I guess we have got you, here is a fellow that you turned 
down for credit.*' 

As a matter of fact, we were extending credit then on a 
little book, a little booklet. We had withdrawn the general 
line of credit and this is what caused them to say that, and 
we extended credit on this little booklet and we would give 
them an order for ten dollars, according to the size of their 
family. We were trying to conserve our credit because we 
did not know how long the steel strike was going to last, 
and we did not want our customers to run wild, so we ex¬ 
tended them credit on that basis. 

9457 ' This fellow that he had brought in, I called up the 
i credit office, the credit man came up to my office. I 
said, “Did you turn this man down for credit?” He said, 
“Yes.” I said. “Why?" He said, “Because he raised the 
order from ten to twenty dollars," and Harvey said, “By 
God, r he said, “you get the hell out of this.” That is ail 
that there was about that. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you recall when Tom Conbov left 
Johnstown? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you recall whether or not he was asked to leave 
by some of the citizens of Johnstown during the strike at 


that time? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner. I object to all this as totally 
irrelevant, incompetent and immaterial, the steel strike in 
1919, or anything else back in ancient history, it has got 
nothing to do with the issues in this case. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well. I previously indicated that 
the witness might answer the questions. 

Mr. Broun: Was it understood, then, Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Your motion applies to the whole 
line. 

Mr. Broun: This whole line is subject to my objection? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

9458 The Witness: Xow. what was your question ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 


(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 
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The Witness: Yes, I think he was. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you recall who the citizens were 
that made that request of Mr. Conboy? A. Not away back 
in 1920, I wouldn't recall. 

Q. Were you a member of that group? A. I was. 

Q. Did you and the other members of the group escort 
Mr. Conboy at that time to a railroad train in Conemaugh? 
A. We certainly did not, not I. 

Q. Do you recall where you met Mr. Conboy at the time 
you and the other citizens asked him to leave Johnstown? 
A. I was not with him when he was asked to leave Johns¬ 
town. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I move that it be stricken 
because there is nothing in the record to show that he asked 
him to leave Johnstown. 

Mr. Rose: Well, he testified that— 

Mr. Broun: Xo, he did not testify that, he thought, he 
didn’t say that he had asked anybody to leave. 

Mr. Rose: He said he was one of the group of citizens. 

1 believe Mr. Custer so testified, that asked Mr. Con- 
9459 bov to leave town. 

The Witness: Oh, no, I did not, if 1 did I was mis¬ 
taken, I was not a member of any group that asked Mr. 
('onbov to leave Johnstown. 

q). (By Mr. Rose) Well, did I understand you to say 
that a group of the citizens did ask him to leave? A. I 
understood they did, yes, as far as my knowledge goes now 
back to that date, that is a long time ago to remember any¬ 
thing. 

Q. That’s right. A. You bet it is. 

Q. Do you know whether he left Johnstown after cer¬ 
tain citizens requested him to leave? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it assumes 
a state of facts not in evidence, as is clearly shown by the 
colloquy that just took place now. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) During the month of June, 1937, did 
the Penn Traffic Store sell— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment, Mr. Rose, are 
you going to ask any further questions about this 1919 
incident ? 
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Mrj Rose: Yes, I just want to ask him one question. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) During 1919, was the store, was 

9460 the Penn Traffic Store, owned by the Penn Traffic 
Company at the time ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What time? 

Mr. Rose: 1919. 

The Witness: The Penn Traffic Company owned by the 
Penn Traffic Company? 

Mr. Rose: That's right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The store? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Owned by the Penn Traffic Company? 
A. Owned by the Penn Traffic Company? 

Q. Yes. A. Oh, yes. 

Q. Was it connected with any other company at that 
time?i A. Absolutely it never was connected with the 
Penn Traffic Company for the last thirty years— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you read that answer. Wait 
a minute. 

The Witness: Well, just a minute now. 

Mr. Broun: Read the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question and read the 
answer. Listen to the answer you gave, please, and tell 
us whether that is exactly what you mean. 

(The reporter repeated the last question and answer as 
above set forth.) 

Mr. Broun: May the answer be stricken? 

9461 i Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, leave it in and then 

go ahead and explain it. 

The Witness: Now, what do you want ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This is 1919? 

Mrj Broun: Well, isn’t there another question, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, that the witness may have been referring to? I 
believe in the last two questions— 

The Witness: Well, I don’t understand— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, just a moment, now go 
back, Mr. Rose, to the question where you asked this wit¬ 
ness if the Penn Traffic Store was owned by the Penn 
Traffic Company in 1919, and phrase a question with that 
in mind. 
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Mr. Broun: May we have the rest of it stricken, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All the subsequent questions and 
answers are stricken, otherwise the record will be slightly 
muddled. Go ahead. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, so that I may be clear as to 
what the record is, because I fear it is in an awful muddle, 
how far back do we strike? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There are two questions and an¬ 
swers. 

Mr. Broun: Beginning at the point where the stenogra¬ 
pher last read, that is all stricken ? 

9462 Trial Examiner Bloom: I think if you will take 
the record and take the statement that I just made 

to Mr. Rose, that it will be perfectly clear. 

Mr. Broun: Very well. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is it clear to you, Mr. Rose? 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: If it is stricken from that point on and we 
start with the question you asked, it will be perfectly clear. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. All right, proceed. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) In 1919, Mr. Custer, what company 
owned the store that is now run by the Penn Traffic Com¬ 
pany? A. The stockholders. 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment. 

Mr. Broun: It doesn't seem to me that that question is 
quite clear. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Custer, do you know who 
owned the building across the street in 1919? 

The Witness: The Penn Traffic Company. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Was the Penn Traffic Company con¬ 
nected with any other company? A. It was not, it was a 
separate and distinct corporation. 

9463 Q. Was it connected in any way with the Cambria 
Steel Company at that time? A. Absolutely no, ab¬ 
solutely no, I forget what the capital stock was at the time 
that it was owned by Jolmstowners and all throughout the 
counties, the four counties, it was a general stock company 
owned through stock ownership. 
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Q. During* the month of June, 1937, did the Penn Traffic 
Store sell any foodstuffs and merchandise to- the Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company? A. Xot to my knowledge. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Rose, I ask again, are you 
through with 1919? 

Mr. ! Rose: I am not going to- ask any further questions 
on it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, the motion to strike is 
granted. 

Mr. Shawe: Did you say granted? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Rose: May I have the last? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I say the motion to strike is 
granted. Then we had a pending question. 

Mr. Rose: Well. 1 had a question, I think. 

The Witness: What was the question, did we sell to 

9464 Bethlehem Steel? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Any foodstuffs or materials to 
the Bethlehem Steel Company, to the Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany, during the month of June, 1937? A. I don’t recall, I 
don’t know, the selling of merchandise does not come under 
me. 

Q. Well, now, can you tell us what the nature of your 
duties are as the superintendent of accounts? A. The na¬ 
ture of mv duties? 

Q. Yes. A. Yes, as superintendent of accounts we have 
two credit managers and their duty is to open and close 
accounts and we have accounts receivable department that 
handles the accounts receivable exclusively, all accounts, 
all delinquent accounts come to me for some decision as to 
whether they are to be continued or closed. Those are my 
duties, in addition to having charge of the finances of the 
company. 

Q. Do you know whether the Bethlehem Steel Company 
subsequent to June, 1937, purchased any materials or food¬ 
stuffs from your company? A. We have an account with the 
Bethlehem Steel Company and I would not know whether 
they purchased anything or not, because the Bethlehem 
Steel Company is an institution that pays its bills 

9465 every month, and therefore an account of theirs 
would not come before me. 
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Mr. Rose: Xo further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, anything further? 
Mr. Broun: Xo, Mr. Examiner, no further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all, thank you, Mr. Cus¬ 
ter. Call your next witness. 

(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose we take a brief recess 
before the next witness. 

(Whereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

9465a Trial Examiner Bloom: Hearing called to order. 

9533a Trial Examiner Bloom: 9:30 tomorrow. 

(Whereupon, at 5:30 o'clock p.m., February 17th, 193S, 
the hearing was adjourned to 9:30 o'clock a.in., February 
18th, 1938.) 


9538 “Caption in Board Case designated as Xo. 0-170". 
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Attorneys on behalf of the Respondents. 
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9539 


Proceedings 


Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing; will please some to 
order. 

Mr. Rose: It is stipulated by counsel for the Board and 
counsel for the respondents that all of the evidence ad¬ 
duced through the following witnesses be stricken from the 
record: 

Theodore 8. Kinkade 
Ralph M. AVisor 
Kemiit Sharp 
AYilmer Trexel 
Charles L. AValz 
diaries Palm 
Rov Rudge 


Triai Examiner Bloom: It is so ordered, in accordance 
with the above stipulation. 

Mi-. Moore: Mr. Examiner,—off the record/ 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 


(There was a discussion off the record.) 


Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Air. Moore: Air. Buss, will you please take the stand.' 

Earl R. Buss a witness called bv and on behalf of the Re- 
spondents, being first duly sworn, was examined and testi¬ 
fied as follows: 


9540 Direct Examination 


Q. (By Air. Aloore) Air. Buss, will you give your full name 
to the reporter, please/ A’our first name'/ A. Earl. 

Q. How do vou spell the first name? A. E-a-r-1. 

Q. E-a-r-1 Z ‘ A. E-a-r-1. 

Q. The middle letter/ A. “R”. Buss, B-u-s-s. 

Air. Rose: A little louder, please. 

Air. Aloore: Earl R. Buss—B-u-s-s. 

Q. (By Air. Moore) AATiere do you reside, Air. Buss? A. 
In Bethlehem, Pennsylvania. 

Q. AVill you give us the street and number on the street? 
A. 8(54 Radeliffe Street. 

Q. AATiat is your occupation/ A. Telegraph operator. 

Q. AVho is your employer/ For whom are you working/ 
A. Lehigh Valley Railroad. 
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9541 Q. Wore you a telegraph operator in Juno, last 
year? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. 1937? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And employed by the same company? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In the same office? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And where is that office? A. On Brighton Street, in 
Bethlehem. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What street is that ? 

The Witness: Brighton Street. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Brighton? 

The Witness: B-r-i-g-h-t-o-n. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You got that? 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) B-r-i-g-h-t-o-n? A. That is right. 

Q. Now, Mr. Buss, I hand you a paper which is marked 
Respondents' Exhibit 120 for Identification, and ask you 
if you will tell me what that is? Not to read it, but simply 
describe it for me. A. A Western Union telegram received 
in the Lehigh Valley Railroad Telegraph Office and tele¬ 
phoned to the— 

Q. Well now, just a moment. Received in the Le- 

9542 high Railroad Office, where? A. At Bethlehem. 

Q. That is the office to which you have previously 
referred this morning? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And by whom was it sent? A. A Western Union 
telegraph operator. 

Q. No. By what person? Telegram from whom, and to 
whom? A. Oh, from Governor Earle of the State of Penn¬ 
sylvania, to Eugene Grace of the Bethlehem Steel Company, 
at Bethlehem. 

Q. What is that copy which you have in your hand? Or 
the paper which you have in your hand? Who prepared it ? 
A. You mean, who received it? 

Q. That very paper? Who prepared it? A. I copied this 
on the typewriter from Morse Telegraph. 

Q. Will you explain to us what the process was, of your 
copying it? How the telegram was received by you? A. It 
came over the Morse Telegraph wire and I copied it with 
the typewriter, character for character. 

Q. As it was received ? A. Yes, sir. I am the operator 
that received the telegram. 

Q. Now, correct me if I do not understand you 

9543 correctly, that as you received the characters giving 
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vou the letters and words, von vourself, as thev came 
in, wrote them on the typewriter.' A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And do I understand that that is the identical paper 
which you— A. That is the identical paper that I copied. 

Q. Xow after you prepared that, copied it on the type¬ 
writer in the manner vou described, what did vou do about 
it.' A. I called the telephone exchange of the Bethlehem 
Steel' Company on Third Street in Bethlehem, and an¬ 
nounced the telegram for Mr. Grace. 

Q. And you advised the operator on that exchange, that 
you had a telegram for Mr. Grace? A. That is right. 

Q. And what was done by the telephone exchange oper¬ 
ator' A. The next words I heard on that telephone was the* 
party I telephoned the telegram to. 

Q. And who was that? A. Mr. Hoddinott. 

Q. Do vou know what Mr. HoddinottV name is? First 
name or initials? A. Xo, sir, 1 don’t. 

Mr. Rose: What was the name, again? 

1)544 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Will you spell the last name? 
A. H-o-d-d-i-n-o-t-t. 

Q. That is Hoddinott? 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, perhaps it might be just as 
well if you agree and counsel for the Board agree, that we 
agree upon what his name is. I have other witnesses to 
testify, but it' it is all right, I will give you his full name. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Moore: Wilbur L. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

Mr. Moore: 1 am sorry, it is Wilbur B. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) And what did you do after you were 
connected with Mr. Hoddinott ? A. Upon his announcing 
that he was the party to take the telegram I gave the tele¬ 
gram to him over the telephone. 

9545 Mr. Rose: I think you might identify it as to what 
date. 

Mr. Moore: I am going to, I just want you to see that. I 
am going to ask him other things about it. 

Mr. Rose: Are you offering this? 

Mr. Moore: Xot vet. 

Mr. Rose: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Buss, there is some writing on 
the upper left-hand corner of this paper, will you tell us 
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what that is, read it for the record and tell me who wrote 
the words there? 

Mr. Rose: Just a minute, is he going to read the writing 
into the record? 

Mr. Moore: Well, that is not necessary, strike out the 
question, I will re-phrase it. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) In the upper left-hand corner of the 
telegram is some writing, Mr. Buss, whose handwriting is 
that? A. My handwriting. 

Q. When did you write the words and letters on that 
A. Immediately after receiving the telegram. 

Q. When was that telegram sent ? A. June 19th. 

Q. What time of the day? A. At 2:19, 2:19 a.m. 

9546 Q. Well, is that the time it was sent? A. It was 
filed for transmission at 1:22 a.m. 

Q. Where? A. At Harrisburg, Pa. 

Q. And the 2:19 a.m. is what? A. The time of receipt in 
the Bethlehem office. 

Q. You mean in the Bethlehem office in which you were 
working? A. In the Bethlehem telegraph office. 

Q. Now, will you explain to us how the telegram hap¬ 
pened to he sent to the Lehigh Valley Railroad Company 
instead of to the Western Union office in Bethlehem? A. 
The Lehigh Valley Railroad Company's office in Bethlehem 
operates jointly as a railroad and Western Union office, 
11 p.m. to 7:30 a.m. 

Q. Where are the Western Union telegraph offices in 
Bethlehem during the other hours of the day? A. The main 
office is on Main Street at Bethlehem and a branch office in 
the plant of the Bethlehem Steel Company. 

Q. Are those offices or either of them open from 11 a.m. 
to 7:30 p.m. ? 

9547 Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) I mean 11 p.m. to 7:30 a.m. ? 
A. No, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you offering this ? 

Mr. "Moore: Xo, not at the moment. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Was any confirmation of this tele¬ 
gram sent by you after you telephoned it to Mr. Hoddinott ? 
A. Xot by myself, no. sir. 

Q. Do you know whether any confirmation was sent by 
your office, I mean the office that you work in? A. Xo, sir, 
not by our office. 
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Mr. Moore: Perhaps a little bit leading, Mr. Examiner. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Is this the file copy in vour office ’ 
A. \es, sir. 

Q. And the top of the telegram just to the right of the 
middle appears a sign with the figure 2 and then the letters 
( K-9S: will you explain to me what those letters mean 
what the figures and letters mean? A. The Xo. 2 repre¬ 
sents the second telegram having been received in our office 
after midnight of June 19th, and the C’K representing 
the work check, and 98 the number of words in the telegram. 

Q. From what office did you, at your office in Bethlehem 
q-aq receive that telegram ? A. From the main relav 
Jo48 office of the Western Union Company in Xew York 
Q. Xew York? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. So that the telegram, as I understand it, went from 
-Harrisburg to Xew York? A. That’s right. 

Q. And then from Xew York to your office? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And by you telephoned to Mr. Hoddinott? \ Yes 
sir. 

Mrj Moore: That is all I have to ask this witness If 
yon have any questions * 

Cross Examination 

? ha ! V<?) Mr ’ Buss ’ if isn ’ 1 'mite clear. When 
was this filed tor transmission in Harrisburg’ \ At 1 
a.m. ‘ ~ *— 

Q. That would be 1:22 a.m. June 19th? A. Yes sir that 
is Standard Time. ’ *’ tildt 

Q. What does this Xo. 2 mean? A. That means— 

Mr. Moore: He has explained that, Mr. Examiner, there 
is no objection to explaining it again. 

Mr. Rose: It wasn't clear. 

Mr. Moore: Off the record. 

9549 Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon a discussion was had off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Moore: Will you repeat the question, please? 

* ( <n he Trt P ? r i er r i a . d pendin - question as follows: 

Q. u hat does this No. 2 mean ?”) 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: To the left of the letters CK-9S, 
that is the one you are referring to? 

Mr. Shawe. That’s correct. 

The Witness: Xo. 2 represents tin* second telegram that 
had been received after midnight June 19th. 

Mr. Moore: That is received in your office? 

The Witness: In my office. 

Mr. Moore. At Bethlehem? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I believe you stated this telegram 
was transmitted from Harrisburg to Xew York and from 
Xew York back to Bethlehem, Pa. ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Is that your usual transmission from Harrisburg to 
Bethlehem? 

Mr. Moore: What is the question, please ? 

(The reporter read the pending question as above sot 
forth.) 

The Witness: That is the usual transmission, as 

9550 to the specific transmission of that telegram \ 
couldn't just state whether it took that route or not, 

but that is the way that business is handled, Harrisburg to 
Xew York. Xew York to our office. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, you don't know whether this 
telegram was transmitted through the Xew York office or 
not? A. Yes, sir, 1 received it directly from Xew York. 

Q. Oh, I see, and that is the way all telegram are sent 
from Harrisburg? A. Yes. 

Q. To Bethlehem? A. It should, yes, it is the regular 
handling of business. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that true during the entire 
24 hours or during this night period ? 

The Witness: That is more than I can say, they do route 
them differently according to their volume of business. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T see. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, are all of your telegrams that 
you receive in your office numbered the way this one is 
numbered ? A. Yes, sir. 

9551 Q. I mean, Xumber 2? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And the next telegram you receive would be 
Xumber 3, is that correct? A. Yes, sir, that's right. 
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Mr. Moore: Well, I suppose, Mr. Shawe, that literally, 
that in practice is probably true, but if he did not receive 
one until the next morning it is a question whether that 
would be Number 3. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Each day obviously the first 
one is Number 1 and then so on until the end of the day, 
and then the next day they start a new number, is that 
right ? 

The Witness: That's right. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What were your working hours oil 
June 19th/ A. From 11 p.m. to 7 a.m. daylight time, 
Eastern Daylight Time. 

Q. Do you recall whether Mr. Eugene Grace sent any 
telegrams through your offices on the morning of June 
19th? A. I don't know, not while 1 was on duty. 

Q. Did any one that you know representing the Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company or the Bethlehem Steel Corporation 
i file any telegrams at your office/ A. No. sir. 

9552 1 Mr. Moore: Well, you had better— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) While you were on duty, of 
course/ A. No, sir. 

Mr. Moore: And you are referring, I take it. to on duty 
the forenoon, or the morning, of June 19, 1937 ? 

Mr. Shawe: May it. be so understood.’ Are you offering 
it at this time? 

Mr. Moore: No, I want to ask one other question, if 
I may, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oertainlv. 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) There is a notation in the lower 
left hand corner. Mr. Buss, will you tell me what that nota¬ 
tion means? A. This with the typewriter? 

Q. Yes. A. 2:19 a.m., 19th, representing the exact time 
the telegram was received. 

Q. But you— A. The exact time it was received. 

Q. By you ? A. By me, yes, sir. 

Q. Now. when did you read the telegram over the tele¬ 
phone, what hour, to Mr. Hoddinott ? A. At 2:25 that same 
morning. 

9553! Mr. Shawe: Well, may I ask another question 
after vou are through ? 

* w 
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Mr. Moore: Just a moment, please. 

Mr. Sliawe: I am sorrv. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) How do you know now that fact that 
is was telephoned to Mr. Hoddinott ? A. By the notation in 
my own handwriting to that effect. 

Q. And what is there in that notation in your own hand¬ 
writing that means that? A. “Phoned Mr. Hoddinott at 
Bethlehem Steel Company Plant *2:25 a.m.” 

Q. So the 2:25 is 2:25 A, is it, there? A. Yes. 

Q. And that 2:25 A means 25 minutes after two o'clock.’ 
A. That’s right. 

Q. In the forenoon? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In the morning? A. Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 would say that is decidedly 
forenoon. 

Mr. Moore: Yes. Now, perhaps, Mr. Examiner, we have 
been talking about this telegram, it might be well for the 
record to show that all the time we have been talk- 

9554 ing about Respondents' Exhibit 120 for Identifica¬ 
tion. 

Reeross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Now, Mr. Buss, you will note that 
this telegram, 1 believe, was addressed to Mr. Eugene 
Grace? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you call Mr. Eugene Grace when you received 
this telegram? A. Xo, sir, I announced the telegram to the 
telegraph operator at the Bethlehem Steel plant. 

Q. That was the first person you called after you received 
the telegram? A. Yes, sir, that’s right. 

Q. Did you ask her to connect you with Mr. Grace ? A. 
Xo, I did not, I simply announced the telegram, I did not 
know who would take care of it at that time of the night. 

Q. And she connected you with Mr. Hoddinott, is that 
correct? A. That’s right. 

Q. Did you read the telegram to him over the telephone ? 
A. That’s right, yes, sir. 

Q. Did you read the telegram to any one else that night ? 
A. Xo, sir. 

Q. "Was the telegram later delivered to the offices 

9555 of the Bethlehem Steel Company? A. Ordinarily, I 
could not say that, except that ordinary procedure 
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dictates that all our business is verified to the outside 
public. 

Q. Did you have a conversation with Mr. Hoddinott after 
you read the telegram to him? A. Xo, sir. 

Mr. Shawe: Are you offering the telegram at this time? 

Mr. Moore: Xot at the moment, no. 

Mr. Shawe: Oh, I am sorry. 

Mr. Moore: I might ask one further question, I am 
not sure that it has been covered. 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) When you called the telephone ex¬ 
change of Bethlehem Company in its office on Third Street, 
what did you say to the operator, as near as you can remem¬ 
ber? A. I told her I had a telegram for Mr. Grace from 
Governor Earle. 

Mr. Moore: That is all. Do you have and further ques¬ 
tions ? 

9556 Examination bv the (’hair. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Mi*. Buss, there is just 
one question, I think in response to a question by Mr. 
Moore you said that the telegram was from Governor Earle, 
or George H. Earle, Governor of Pennsylvania? A. Yes. 

Q. How did you know that? A. 1 already had the tele¬ 
gram when I announced that. 

Q. Well, possibly I didn't make myself clear, the signa¬ 
ture on the telegram reads: “George H. Earle, Governor 
of Pennsylvania.'* A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Is that the limit of your knowledge as to whether he 
sent it or not ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In other words, you don't know and you don't profess 
to know, I assume, whether or not he actually sent that 
telegram ? A. Xo, sir. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I am not sure, Mr. Examiner, I see 
what he means, but I am not sure that the record would 
show it clearly. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, suppose— 

Mr. Moore: If you don't mind me asking a question. 

Q. (My Mr. Moore) As I understand it, the words 

9557 1 and letters, “George H. Earle, Governor of Penn- 
■ sylvania" were part of the telegram when you re¬ 
ceived it? A. Yes, sir. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Ho stated that, I think. 

Mr. Moore: Yes, 1 just want to make sure. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But in response to a question 
of yours, I think, he made a statement that it came from 
Governor Earle. 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And I wondered whether he real¬ 
ly meant that or whether he meant that the telegram was 
signed. 

The Witness: That is the signature, that's right. 

Mr. Shawe: May I see that again, please? 

The Witness: Yes. 

9558 Recross examination. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I direct your attention to the left- 
hand corner of the telegram to 1 :' 2'2 a.in.. I believe you 
stated that is the filing time? A. According to the tele¬ 
gram that is the time it was filed at Harrisburg. 

Q. Xow how do you know that ? A. Well,, that is what it 
means on the telegram. 

Q. Who placed it on the telegram? A. That 1 don't know. 

Q. You don't know whether that is accurate, do you? 
A. Well, since 1 didn't place it there I couldn't say that, 
l simply copied that and as transmitted over the telegraph 
wire. 

Q. You don't have any idea who placed it there? A. Xo, 
sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Anything further with this wit¬ 
ness ? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) If you know tell us approximately 
how long does it take in minutes for a telegram that is filed 
in Harrisburg to reach Bethlehem, Pa.? 

Mr. Moore: Well, I— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Assuming of course that it was tiled 
at Harrisburg and was immediately sent out over 

9559 the wires to Bethlehem, Pa. 

Mr. Moore: Well, just a moment, please, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer. Of course lie hasn’t stated the route over which 
the telegram would go. 

Mr. Shawe: The route from Harrisburg to Xew York 
into Bethlehem, Pa. 
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Mr. 1 Moore: Do you understand the question.’ 

Trial Examiner Bloom: At what time of the day.' You 
will have to specify the time of the day because my limited 
knowledge of the telegraph business is that certain times 
of the day you can get much faster speed than other times. 
Mr. Shawe: Well, taking the hours 12 a.m. to 2 p.m. 
Mr. Moore: 1 am not sure, Mr. Examiner, now, with the 
interruptions that the question is clear. It might be well— 
Mr. Shawe: Strike it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It might be well if you will re¬ 
phrase it. 

9560 i Q. (By Mr. Shawe) (’an you tell us approximately 
1 how much time it would take for a telegram to be 

transmitted from Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, to Bethlehem, 
Pennsylvania by the way of Xew York’ At the hours of 
between 1 and 2 a.m. 

Mn Moore: I object. I do not seen how anyone can an¬ 
swer the question. If you mean by “transmitting it”— 
it is instanter. If you mean “how long will it take a tele¬ 
graph operator at that time of day,** a man living in Har¬ 
risburg. to—a telegraph operator at that time of day in 
Xew York receiving it, and perhaps himself sending, or 
another one sending, and then the telegraph operator in 
this case, Mr. Buss, at Bethlehem, receiving it, l do nol 
seen how it is possible \o answer a question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well. I would assume that Mr. 
Shawe means between the time that the wire is filed— 

Mr. Shawe: That is it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —by the customer—that is. T 
assume, in Harrisburg—until the time it is received in a 
telegraph office in Bethlehem—is that your question.’ 

Mr. Shawe: That is correct. 

Mr. Moore: Well, the point I am trying to make you 
have three—at least three human beings, perhaps 

9561 four, who are operating in order—performing the 
1 transaction, and 1 do not see how any one can guess 

at the time which would be required for those three human 
beings—not knowing what their habits are—to say how 
quickly a telegram would be sent— 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, this witness has testified he 
is a telegraph operator— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh. he may know. He may be— 
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Mr. Moore: Well yes, but I would say the record itself 
is here. I understand that this telegram with letters and 
figures on it, outside of the “No. 2” and perhaps I don't 
know about that, the “CK-98" were exactly as they were 
received by him over the Morse Telegraph; using the Morse 
Code. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, Mr. Examiner, I do not think Mr. 
Moore's explanation is necessary, but 1 think that the ques¬ 
tion should be answered. 

9562 Mr. Moore: Well, my only point is, what is the 
purpose, Mr. Examiner, of eliciting the testimony? 

Is it to dispute the document? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is it, Mr. Shawe? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes, we dispute the filing time of the tele¬ 
gram. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, of course, this witness has 
said that the only knowledge he has of the filing time is 
what appears on the wire. He has not stated that that was 
the filing time. He has not said that that was the filing 
time. The substance of what he has said is— 

Mr. Shawe: I think we are entitled— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —when he reads the telegram 
he sees a certain time on there which, because of his ex¬ 
perience in this particular business in which he is, he knows 
that that is supposed to represent the filing time, and that 
is all he knows about this particular wire. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, Mr. Examiner, I certainly think that 
we are entitled to know how long it usually takes for a tele¬ 
gram— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If he knows, he can tell. 

Mr. Shawe: Apparently. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Will you tell us? A. All 1 can say 
is, the possibility of the time it would take. I— 

9563 Q. Approximately, yes. A. I would say it could 
be handled in 15 minutes. 

Q. 15 minutes ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. For a telegram to go from Harrisburg by way of New 
York, and received in Bethlehem, Pa.? A. It would be pos¬ 
sible. There are circumstances existing, that it could be 
handled at—in that time. 

Q. Was there any one else in the telegraph office at the 
time you received this off the wire ? A. One other telegraph 
operator. 
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Q. Who was that ? A. That is more than I can say. 

Q. Don’t you know his name? A. (Witness shakes head) 
A regular operator with me is a man by the name of Smith, 
but I couldn't swear to his having been there, that particu¬ 
lar night. 

9564 Q. Was someone in the office with you that night? 
A. Yes, sir, one other operator is there with me at 

all times. There are two men. 

Q. Well, what shift do you work on, now? A. The same 
shift; 11 to 7. 

Q. Does Mr. Smith work with you on your shift, at the 
present time? A. 12 to S—from 12 midnight to 8 a.m. 

Q. And you work on that shift at the present time? A. 
11 to 7; ves, sir. 

Q. You might explain that? You work from 11 to 7? 
And Mr. Smith works from 12 to 8, is that correct ? A. That 
is right. 

Mr. Moore; Xow vou better answer bv fixing “a.m.” 
and “p.m.” 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) You work— A. I work 11 p.m. to 
7 a.m. Mr. Smith works 12 midnight to 8 a.m. 

Q. How many other operators work in your office during 
the day ? A. Seven, in the daytime. And two, the hours 3 
p.m. to 11 p.m. 

Mr.i Moore: Won't you make that a little clearer? 
Seven, during what hours ? 

Mr. Shawe; Yes. 

9565 , Q. ( By Mr. Shawe) 7 a.m. to 3 p.m., is that what 
you mean? A. Xot all, no. There are various hours. 

Q. Do you know the names of everybody that works in 
your office? A. Yes, sir. 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Buss, will you tell me whether 
or not what you did, in receiving and typing this telegram, 
was done in the regular course of your duty? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When did this paper, Respondents’ Exhibit 120 for 
Identification, first go out of your hands, or out of the hands 
of your office? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that question, Mr. Examiner, 
because this witness has shown that he does not know when 
that telegram, that piece of paper, went out of his office. 
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Mr. Moore: There is nothing in the record. I have not 
asked the question, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think vou might make two 
questions out of it, Mr. Moore, instead of “out of his hands 
or his office." 

Mr. Moore: Well— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Take it in two questions. 

9566 Q. (By Mr. Moore) When did this paper first go 
out of your hands? A. At the end of my tour of 

duty, 7 a.m. 

(<). And where did it then go? A. It remained in the of¬ 
fice, in the hands of the office manager. 

Q. And when did it go out of the hands of the office man¬ 
ager? A. All I can say to that is, that ordinarily it would 
he sent with the rest of our night's work to the main West¬ 
ern "Union office, at approximately 10 o'clock in the morn¬ 
ing. 

Q. When did you get it? Recently or— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think the question is already— 
Mr. Moore: Strike out the word “recently". 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) When did you first get it, after you 
had sent it out of your hands for filing? When did you— 
A. Last night. 

(j. Last night ? A. Last night. 

Q. And when did you deliver it to me? A. This morning. 
Q. Where did you get it, last night? A. From 

9567 Western Union Telegraph manager. 

Q. Where? A. At Bethlehem. 

Q. Was this telegram handled by you—referring to this 
telegram as Respondents’ Exhibit 120 for Identification— 
handled by you in your regular manner? 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I submit that question has 
already been answered. He has told us how he received it, 
what lie did after he received it. I don’t think the question 
adds anything in the record. 

9568 Trial Examiner Bloom: I think lie said, Mr. 
Moore, a few moments ago, that it was handled in 

the regular routine. I am pretty sure he did. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, of course what I am trying 
to have the record show—if counsel agrees that it is a fact 
that this telegram was handled just the same as other tele¬ 
grams received, were handled— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: I think the witness has so testi¬ 
fied already. I am pretty sure you asked him that question. 

Mr.i Moore: Well—and that this particular piece—I am 
talking about the telegram—I think perhaps there is a lit¬ 
tle confusion. I am talking about the telegram as being 
this particular piece of paper, that this particular piece of 
paper was handled in the regular way. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, I think lie said that around 
ten o'clock in the morning it probably went over to the 
main office with all other wires. That is why 1 used the 
words ‘‘regular routine’\ 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I just assumed from that, 
that— 

Mr.: Moore: Well, that is what I have got to show, that 
that is the fact. 

1 Trial Examiner Bloom: That all of the wires that 
9509 came in were given numbers, and that at ten o'clock 
i some one in the usual course of business transported 
them all over to the Western Union office. That is what I 
understood his testimony to mean. 

Mr.; Moore: And that that is the regular manner in 
which telegrams are handled. That is what I want the rec¬ 
ord to show. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Is that right? A. That is right. 

Mr. Moore: That is all. 

Mr. Shawe: May I ask? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Recross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) When was the last time you saw the 
Respondents' Exhibit 120. before this morning? A. Last 
night. 

Q. And where did you see it last night ? A. It was handed 
to me by the Western Union Telegraph manager. 

Q. In Bethlehem, Pennsylvania ? A. In Bethlehem, Penn¬ 
sylvania. 

* 

Q. Xow, between the time you received this telegram over 
the wires on June 19, 1937, and last night, had you ever 
seen that piece of paper? A. Xo, sir. 

9570 Q. During that time ? A. Xo, sir. 
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Q. How do you know that this is the same identical 
piece of paper that von filed on the morning of June 19, 
1937? 

Mr. Moore: Just a moment, please. Had you finished? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moore: May I have the question? You were stand¬ 
ing with your back to me. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: I recognize the telegram. I also recognize 
my own handwriting. 

Mr. Shawe: Are you offering the document, Mr. Moore? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: Well. I will offer it, yes. 

Mr. Shawe: May I ask what it is being offered for, Mr. 

Examiner? 

9b71 Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Moore: To prove the fact contained in the 
telegram. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let me ask you, Mr. Moore: 
Are you offering the wire as being a telegram from George 
H. Earle, Governor of Pennsylvania, or are you offering 
this as something that was received, purporting to be a 
telegram from George H. Earle? 

Mr. Moore: Well. I am offering it as a telegram re¬ 
ceived by Bethlehem front the Western Union Telegraph 
Company, and as coming from the Governor. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As coming from the Governor? 

Mr. Moore: As coming from the Governor. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, Mr. Examiner, I have no objections to 
it being offered for something that this witness received, 
and was transmitted to Bethlehem, but 1 certainly object 
to it as it is being offered as something that was sent by 
Governor Earle, because T do not think it has been shown 
that Governor Earle sent the telegram. This witness has 
clearly testified that he does not know anything about who 
filed the telegram of what time it was filed. 

Mr. Moore: Well— 
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Mr. Shawe: All he knows is that it is something 
9o72 that came over the wires in his office, in Bethlehem, 
' Pa., and I submit that that is all that has been quali¬ 
fied, here. 

Mr. Moore: "Well, I think, Mr. Examiner, that that is 
entirely immaterial, under the Federal Statute, The Public 
Act 724. to which you previously referred at other days of 
the hearing, of the 74th Congress. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: May I see that again? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I know you showed it to us once 
at Allentown. 

Mr.* Moore: It is not only that, but you have admitted 
other telegrams that have been presented in the same way, 
here. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, what part of the 
Statute do you say applies to this particular document? 

Mr. Moore: The first paragraph of it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you be good enough to 
supply it? 

Mrj Moore: Well, I mean the very forepart of it. All of 
the first part of it. It seems to me that that sentence, which 
is the first one here,—“any memorandum or any transac¬ 
tion " i — it seems to me that that comes clearly within the 
description. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well— 

Mr. Moore: In other words, this is a business rec- 
97)72 ord within the meaning of that paragraph. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it is a question of 
what you are offering the document for. If you are offer¬ 
ing the document to show that a telegram was received 
through the office, and by this particular man, this particu¬ 
lar witness, and delivered to Bethlehem Steel Company, I 
think the offer is proper. If. however, you are offering it 
to show that the Governor of Pennsylvania sent it, I do 
not think you have shown that he sent it. You have merely 
shown up to this point that a wire was received bearing 
the signature of Governor Earle. I do not think that the 
Statute is meant or intended to cover that fact. 

Mr. Shawe: You did not mean the signature, did you, 
Mr. Examiner? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: 'Well, it bears what purports to 
be a signature. It is signed, “George H. Earle, Governor 
of Pennsylvania," but there is no showing*, certainly, by the 
testimony of this witness that George II. Earle, Governor 
of Pennsylvania, actually sent this wire, and I think that 
testimony is necessary. 

9574 Mr. Moore: Well, the statute, as I understand it, 
provides that documents can be admitted to show 

the accuracy of the statements which they contain, if they 
are a part of the regular business record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well— 

Mr. Moore: All right; it seems to me that— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think the last sentence of the 
statute, the last two sentences, rather, are very important. 
I will read them, if 1 may: 

“All other circumstances of the making of such writing 
or record, including the lack of personal knowledge by the 
sender or maker, may be shown, to affect its weight, but 
they shall not affect its admissibility.” 

Now— 

Mr. Moore: Well, that is the point. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, but there has been no 
showing that this man has any knowledge whatever of the 
fact that that wire was sent by the individual. 

Mr. Moore: That is all very true. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you are offering it, as I say, 
to show that it was received by some one, then I think the 
admission is proper, to show that. 

Mr. Moore: Well— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you are offering it to show 
that a certain individual sent it, I do not think it has 

9575 that— 

Mr. Moore: I am offering it to show that this is 
a telegram sent by Governor Earle. Now, if there are cir¬ 
cumstances which cause the Board to think that the tele¬ 
gram should have less weight than—they can produce Gov¬ 
ernor Earle and show that he signed it—that is a matter of 
the weight to be given to the evidence. It does not go to the 
question of the admissibility of it. 

Mr. Sliawe: Mr. Examiner, if you will recall, that 1 
asked the witness several questions— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: "Well, I am familiar with the 
testimony. T will reserve ruling on the offer at this time. 
Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

9576 Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Moore: All right, that is all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all, thank you. Suppose 
we take a very brief recess. 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Have you got another witness? 
Mr. Moore: Weil, before I do that, there is one question 
I would like to ask this witness and counsel for the Board 
agreed that it is all right. Mr. Buss, will you come back 
just a moment? 

Mr. Shawe: It is perfectly agreeable. 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) When we were discussing a few 
moments ago Respondents' Exhibit Xo. 120 for Identifi¬ 
cation. we referred to hours of the morning, forenoon, as 
1:22 a.m. and 2:1!) a.m. and 2:25 a.m.; what time was that? 
A. Eastern Standard Time. 

Q.i Was Daylight Saving Time in effect in Bethlehem at 
that time, if you know? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. It was? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. But these times, these hours are all Eastern 

9577 Standard Time? A. That's right. 

Mr. Moore: Does that cover it? 

Reeross-Examination 

Q.l (By Mr. Shawe) Was Daylight Time in effect at 
Harrisburg at that time, do you know? A. I wouldn't know 
that, no, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if it were, would the time 
shown there as being the filing time in Harrisburg be Day¬ 
light Time or Standard Time, Eastern Standard Time? 

The Witness: If properly filed, it would be Eastern 
Standard Time. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: In other words, all of the time 
would be Eastern Standard Time regardless of whether or 
not Daylight Time was in effect in any of the places men¬ 
tioned ? 

The Witness: That's right, all telegraph work is on 
Eastern Standard Time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think that is clear. 

Redirect Examination 

( t ). (By Mr. Moore) In other words, you say that this 
telegram shows that it was filed at 1 :22 a.m. on June 19th* 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That 1:22, you know, is Eastern Standard 
937S Time? A. If correctly filed. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, I don't quite understand Mr. 
Moore's question, I don't think it pro-perly stated the fact. 
Do you mind reading that last question, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Moore: I understand this to mean “yes, if correctly 
filed.'' 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In other words, this witness is 
not saying that it was correctly filed, but that if it were cor¬ 
rectly filed in Harrisburg the lime represented Eastern 
Standard Time, is that correct? 

The Witness: That's correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think that is clear. 

Mr. Shawe: Nothing further, thank you, Mr. Buss. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all. 

(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. McLay, will you take the stand 
9579 please? 

Thomas A. McLay a witness called by and on behalf of 
the Respondents, being duly sworn, was examined and tes¬ 
tified as follows: 
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Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Will you give your full name and 
spell it, please? A. Thomas A. McLay. M-c-L-a-y. 

Q. Where do you reside, Mr. McKay; A. 5:24 Lynn Street, 
Bethlehem, Pennsylvania. 

Q.iWhat is your occupation ? A. I am secretary— 

Q.i For whom ? A. —to the assistant to the president of 
Bethlehem Steel Company. 

Q.iWhat is his name? A. Xorborne Berkeley. 

Mr. Rose: Will you repeat that? 

The Witness: Xorborne Berkeley. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Were you secretary to Mr. Berkeley 
in June, 19*17 A. Yes. 

Q. During the entire month? A. Yes. 

9580 Q. And vou have been ever since that time? A. 

Yes. 

Q.i Where is Mr. Berkeley's office? A. The Bethlehem 
Steel Company on Thin! Street. Bethlehem, Pennsylvania. 

Q.i Do you remember where you were on June 19th, 1937? 
A. Yes. 

Q. Where? A. In the Bethlehem Steel office at Beth¬ 
lehem, Pennsylvania. 

Q. That is in the office that you regularly occupy as sec- 
retarv to Mr. Berkeley? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you remember what time you got to the office on 
that morning, about? A. Approximately eight o'clock. 

Q.i Will you tell me whether or not after you arrived 
there in the morning you received any telephone calls from 
anyone ? A. Yes. 

Q. Would you tell me what telephone call you first re¬ 
ceived? A. Mr. Berkeley called me and asked me if a tele¬ 
gram had come in from Governor Earle. 

Q. What did you say? A. Xo. 

9581 Q. What did lie say? A. He told me that such a 
• telegram should be arriving and asked me to get iL 

Q.iWhat did you do then? A. I called the Western Union 
Telegraph Office and the operator told me the telegram was 
just being received then. 

Q. What office was that, what Western Union office was 
it that you called? A. The Western .Union office on Third 
Street, Bethlehem, Pennsylvania. 
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Q. That is the branch office, is it ? A. i understand it is a 
branch office, Mr. Moore. 

Q. What did you then do* A. I went down to the tele¬ 
graph office and got the telegram. 

(j). Well now, tell me in detail. A. 1 beg your pardon. 1 
Q. Tell us in detail just exactly what happened, you went 
down to the telegraph office and what did you do, what did 
you say.' A. 1 asked for tin* telegram. 

Q. You asked? A. That I had spoken about over the 
’phone. 

9582 Q. Of whom did you make that request ? A. The 
telegraph operator in the office. 

Q. Xow then, what happened? A. I accepted delivery of 
the telegram. 

Q. And what did you do with the telegram after you re¬ 
ceived it? A. I took it out to Mr. Berkeley. 

Q. Where was he? A. Mr. Berkeley was at Mr. Grace's 
residence. 

»'). So that, do I understand them correctly, if I don't cor¬ 
rectly understand it correct me. that you took the telegram 
up to Mi-. Grace's residence? A. Right. 

Q. And delivered it to Mr. Berkeley there? A. Yes. 

Q. Will you mark this for identification— 

(Thereupon the document above referred to was marked 
Respondents' Exhibit 121 for Identification.) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Air. McLay, I hand you Respond¬ 
ents' Exhibit 121 for Identification and ask you if you had 
seen that paper before? 

(Respondents - Exhibit 121 for Identification was passed 
to the witness.) 

A. Yes. 

Q. What is it ? A. This is a copy of the telegram 

9583 that I received from the Western Union Telegraph 
operator on the morning of June 19th, and the Tele¬ 
gram we have been discussing. 

0. Where, if you know, is the copy that you received from 
the telegraph operator that morning of June 19th? A. I 
don’t know, as far as I know it is mislaid or lost. 

9584 Q. Have you made search for it? A. I have. 
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Q. Do vou think you have made diligent search for it? 
A. I do. 

Q. Have you inquired in all the offices or departments 
where you thought it might be.’ A. Yes, 1 have. 

Q. And what answer have you received from those of¬ 
fices.' A. The telegram was not there. 

Q. In other words, it cannot be found? A. It cannot be 
found. 

Q. Do you know of your own knowledge that that is an 
exact copy of the telegram that you received? A. Yes. 

( t ). When was that copy made, Mr. McLay? A. The morn¬ 
ing of June 19th, approximately nine o'clock, a little after 
nine o'clock. 

Q. That is. you made it, then, as I understand it, shortly 
after it was received, you made that copy shortly after you 
had received a copy of the telegram from the telegraph of¬ 
fice? A. Yes. 

Q. On Third Street, is that right? A. Will you say that 
again ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Repeat the question. 

9585 (The reporter repeated the last question as above 
set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Will you, Mr. McLay, look at the 
first line of tlie telegram and tell me what the letters X.A.Z. 
and the Number 13 means? A. The X stands for New York, 
the A. Z. is the symbol of the telegraphic channel over which 
the telegram was sent. The 13 represents the thirteenth 
telegram sent from the office from which this telegram was 
sent during that morning. 

Q. And what does the Xo. 105 mean? A. The number of 
words. 

Q. The number of words in this telegram? A. Yes. 

Q. And do you know whether or not that 105 includes any 
part of the first line? A. Yes.—I beg your pardon? 

Q. Yes. A. Seven of the words on the first line are in¬ 
cluded in the 105. 

Q. Xow. will you tell us what the next letters mean, 
D. U. P. ? A. Duplicate. 

Q. And then the next letters T. D. M.? A. Tele- 
9580 gram. 
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Q. And then the next word is what/ A. “Sent", I think 
that means “sent.” 

Q. And then after that we have B. M. R. R., what does 
that mean! A. B. M. is the symbol of the telegraph office at 
the Lehigh Valley Railroad in Bethlehem. 

( c >. And the letters (). F. S. / A. Office. 

Q. That is office? A. Yes. 

( t ). And C. F. M./ A. Confirmation. 

Q. Do you know what the figure 7 means after C. F. M.? 
A. Yes, seven means— “7 extra" should be taken together, 
meaning seven words in addition to the text of the telegram. 

Q. Mr. MeLay, this piece of paper is out of the files of the 
Bethlehem Steel Company at Bethlehem/ A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was it prepared and caused to be filed or filed by you 
in the regular course of duty in the files of the Bethlehem 
Steel Company/ 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you read that, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

5)587 Mr. Rose: I object. 

Mr. Moore: Perhaps 1 should have said copied 
instead of prepared, it might be clearer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is the objection? 

Mr. Rose: I think it calls for a conclusion. He can tes¬ 
tify to- what lie did, if he made a copy. Let's have the facts. 

Mr. Moore: This man must know what his duties are, 
if anybody in the world knows. 

Mr. Rose: I assume he does. 

Mr. Moore: I asked him. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what your usual custom 
is, suppose you find out what he usually does with a tele¬ 
gram. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) All right, tell us, when you receive 
a telegram, what do you do with it Z A. A telegram, de¬ 
pending upon the subject, after it has been taken care of, 
is filed in the office. 

Q. Well, now, if you have a telegram come in addressed 
to Mr. Berkeley, what do you do with it ? A. Show it to Mr. 
Berkeley. 

C>. And then when you say when it has been taken care of, 
what do you mean? A. It would depend on the subject of 
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the telegram, after the telegram, when the telegram was 
ready for filing it would be passed out for tiling. 

9588 Q. And it is a part of your duty to- see that it is 
: passed out to the files after you know it has been 

taken care of? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Xow, suppose a telegram conies in that relates to a 
matter in which a number of the officials of the company 
are interested? A. Copies would be made and no doubt 
copies furnished to the individuls. 

Q. Xow, what would happen to those copies? A. Those 
copies would be sent to the individuls and filed in their re¬ 
spective offices. 

Q. When? A. When they were ready for filing. 

Q. Well, do you mean by that, after the matter had been 
taken care of? A. Yes. 

Q. As you understand? A. Yes. 

Q. Wnd this copy. Respondents’ Exhibit 121 for Identifi¬ 
cation, is the copy that was filed in your office? A. Yes. 

Q. That is in the office of Mr. Berkeley’s office at Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company? A. Yes. 

9589 Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, I offer Respondents’ 
Exhibit 121 for Identification as Respondents’ Ex¬ 
hibit Xo. 121. 

Mr. Rose: Well, is this offered for the purpose— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I haven’t seen the wire vet, mav 

• 7 ft 

[ see it, please? 

Mr. Moore: Oh, I am sorry. 

Ti^ial Examiner Bloom: That’s all right. 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 1 am offering it as a telegram sent by 
Governor Earle of Pennsylvania to Mr. Grace. 

Mr. Rose: Well. I object to it—excuse me. 

Mr. Moore: That is all right, when you are through, I 
just wanted— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, this is a copy, the con¬ 
tent is the same as 120 for Identification. 

Mr. Moore: I believe there is one word different, but it 
is of no importance, but this, Mr. Examiner, is admissible 
on two grounds: First, the ground that it comes within the 
language of the statute with reference to the other instru¬ 
ment, 121— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 120? 
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Mr. Moore: I mean 120 for Identification. Also, this is 
admissible because it has been shown to be a part of a busi¬ 
ness record of the Bethlehem Steel Company. 

9590 Mr. Rose: Well. I submit that this stands exactly 
on the same ground as 120, according to the testi¬ 
mony this is just a copy of a paper, which paper this man 
received at the telegraph office and took, I think, to Mr. 
Berkelev. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I will reserve ruling on 
that. 

Mr. Moore: Do you challenge it on the ground that it is 
a copy and not the one he received? 

Mr. Rose: Xo. 

Mr. Moore: Because I think T have satisfied the best 
evidence rule. 

Mr. Rose: T just wanted to ask— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You have satisfied that require¬ 
ment, my ruling is based on the fact, as with the previous 
exhibit, that there has been no showing that the telegram 
was sent by the individual whose name appears as the 
signer or sender. 

Mr. Rose: Well, I have just a few questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I have reserved ruling on 
the document. 

Mr. Rose: I have a few questions to ask this man, any¬ 
way. if Mr. Moore is through. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I should say, T think I should 

9591 say, of course, as I thought T made clear before, ex¬ 
cept in so far as the telegram itself shows that it was 

sent by Governor Earle, I mean, that is what a telegram 
means, when it is received, that is the reason why we never 
can prove a telegram if you are going to call in the man on 
the other end— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, of course, it could be 
proven by subsequent acts or statements or conferences or 
letters in which the purported sender acknowledges the fact 
that he did send it. Any one could have sent this telegram 
and signed the name of some one else. 

T think it is important to show that the name appearing 
as the signature is the name of the person who actually is 
the same as the person who actually sent it— 
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Mr.'Moore: Well, I think the record should show that I 
take Exception to your statement that the telegram does 
not show it was sent by Governor Earle. It does, this is 
sent, received from the Western Union Telegraph Com¬ 
pany in tlu* regular way, and the statute clearly implies, it 
seems to me, in addition to that, as I have said, we have 
shown that this is a part of the records of the Bethlehem 
Steel Company made in due course. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is no question about the 
part of the record of the Bethlehem Steel Company, if you 
are offering it to show that the Bethlehem Steel 
9591a Company received a telegram, why, 1 will admit it 
for that purpose, as I will likewise admit the previ¬ 
ous exhibit. If, however, and correct me if I am wrong, 

vou are offering both of these documents to show that Gov- 
* * 

ernor Earle sent them, I will continue to reserve ruling 
until further evidence has been adduced to the effect that 
he did or did not send them. 

MrJ Moore: Well, I only wanted to make it clear that I 
did not accept your statement. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I think that is quite under¬ 
stood. Mr. Rose, did I understand you wanted to ask some 
questions about this wire? 

Mr. Rose: I can ask that when Mr. Moore is through. 

Mr. Moore: I am sorry. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Of course, I have made the 
ruling, but unless there is any objection— 

Mr. Rose: I have no objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, unless there is objection 
on the part of Mr. Moore, you can go ahead and ask the 
question. 

Mr. Moore: Xow is the proper time to do it, I think. I 
mean, I have offered it and I understand that all questions 
with reference to the qualification of it should be 
9592 asked— 

Mr. Rose: Xo. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo—Mr. Rose made an objec¬ 
tion before he asked the question. 

Mr. Moore: Well, very well. 

Voir Dire on Respondents’ Exhibit 121 for Identification 
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Q. (By Mr. Rose) When was this paper, Respondents’ 
Exhibit 121 for Identification made? A. When was this 
copy made? 

Q. Yes. A. Shortly after, around nine o'clock in the 
morning of June 19th. 

Q. Did you make the copy? A. Yes. 

Q. And did you make the copy before or after you went 
to Mr. Grace's home? A. After. 

Q. Did you at the time you were in Mr. Grace’s home de¬ 
liver the paper that you received from the telegraph office 
to Mr. Berkelev? A. Yes. 

Q. Well, where did you make the copy, at the office or at 
Mr. Grace’s home? A. At the office, Mr. Rose. 

Q. Did you see the paper that you delivered to Mr. Berk¬ 
eley after you gave it to him ? A. Yes. 

9593 Q. When did you see it? A. I took it back to the 
office with me to make the copy. 

Q. I see, and— A. Did you want this? 

Mr. Rose: Well, all right, no further questions as to ad¬ 
missibility of the document at this time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore: I offer this for identification. 

(Thereupon the document referred to was marked Re¬ 
spondents' Exhibit 122 for Identification.) 

Direct Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) I hand you Respondents' Exhibit 
122 for Identification and ask you if you will tell me what 
that is? 

(Respondents’ Exhibit 122 was passed to the witness.) 

A. This is a copy of a telegram from Mr. Grace, E. G. 
Grace to Hon. George H. Earle, Governor, Commonwealth 
of Pennsylvania, Harrisburg, Pennsylvania. 

Q. Dated ? A. Dated June 19th, 1937. 

Q. Will you tell me what you know about that piece of 
paper? 

Mr. Rose: I am sorry, I didn’t hear your question. 

9594 Mr. Moore: I asked him to tell me what he knew 
about that piece of paper. 

The Witness: This is an actual copy. 
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Q. (By Mr. Moore) You mean by that a carbon copy—I 
beg your pardon—yes, a carbon copy of a telegram as dic¬ 
tated— A. A carbon copy of a telegram as I dictated it to 
the telegraph operator in the Western Union Telegraph 
office, Third Street, Bethlehem. 

Q. When, about what time and on what date/ A. About 
nine o'clock, shortly after nine on the morning of June 
19th, 1937. 

Q. Xow when you say shortly after nine o'clock, do you 
mean daylight saving time or Eastern Standard Time/ A. 
1 mean Daylight Saving Time. 

Q. That would be then shortly after what hour Standard 
Time/ A. Eight o'clock. 

Q. Shortly after eight o'clock Eastern Standard Time? 
A. Yes. 

Q. You say you dictated it to the telegraph operator ? A. 
Yes. 

Q. What do you mean by that Z A. I read it to him from 
pencil 1 , a pencil copy of this telegram, I read it to him from 
a written pencil memorandum of the telegram to be 
9595 sent. 

Q. That is, you mean a longhand telegram? A. 
Longhand, yes. 

Q. In whose handwriting was the telegram you read to 
the operator? A. The handwriting of E. G. Grace. 

Q. And from whom did you receive that paper/ A. Mr. 
Grace. 

Q. And what did he say to you when he gave it to you? 
A. He told me to send it off as soon as possible. 

Q. Where were you at the time Mr. Grace handed you the 
longhand telegram he had written? A. In Mr. Grace's resi¬ 
dence. 

Q. In Bethlehem/ A. In Bethlehem. 

Q. What did you do then/ A. I returned to the office by 
machine. 

Q. That is by automobile? A. By automobile, immedi¬ 
ately went to the telegraph office, sat down with the tele¬ 
graph operator, read Mr. Grace's handwritten telegram 
to hiiii as he took it down on the typewriter. 

Q. And this copy which you have in your hand. Respond¬ 
ents' Exhibit 122 for Identification, is a carbon of the tele- 
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gram, as I understand you, that was made at the same 
time? A. Yes, sir. 

9596 Q. What did you do after the telegraph operator 
had taken the telegram, copied the telegram that you 

had read? A. Returned to my office. 

Q. Yes ? A. I beg your pardon ? 

Q. Did you do anything before you returned and after the 
telegram had been written on the typewriter ? A. Oh, we 
checked this telegram back together, he read his telegram 
back to me to compare with Mr. Grace’s handwritten tele¬ 
gram. 

Q. And you found it to be correct, did you? A. Yes. 

Q. And then what did you do ? A. Returned to my office. 
Q. Did you take with you at that time that copy which 
you have in your hand? A. Yes. 

Q. And where has that been since that time ? A. In our 
files at Bethlehem. 

Q. When did you deliver the telegram to me? A. When? 
Q. About, I don’t care— A. I think it was a week or two 
weeks ago, Mr. Moore, a week or ten days ago. 

9597 Mr. Rose: Are you offering it now, Mr. Moore? 
Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Voir Dire on Respondents’ Exhibit 122 for Identification 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) I didn’t quite understand, when was 
this copy, Respondents’ Exhibit 122 for Identification, 
made? A. About nine o’clock, shortly after nine o’clock, 
the morning of June 19th. 

Q. Was it made before or after you spoke to the telegraph 
operator ? A. What do you mean by spoke to the telegraph 
operator, Mr. Rose? 

Q. Well, I believe you testified you read a telegram to a 
telegraph operator. A. Yes. 

Q. From some writing? A. Yes. 

Q. Appearing in the longhand writing of Mr. Grace? A. 
Right. 

Q. Now did you make Respondents’ Exhibit 122 before 
or after you read that longhand writing to the telegraph 
operator over the telephone? A. I think you misunder¬ 
stood. 

Mr. Moore: Just a moment. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a minute. 

959S Mr. Moore: I don't think that is clear. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 

Mr. Moore: There is no basis for any such question as 
that here. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter read the previous question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

The Witness: I did not make this. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment. 

Mr. Moore: Please don’t— 

Q.' (By Mr. Rose) Who made that copy, Respondents’ 
Exhibit 122 1 A. The telegraph operator. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The telegraph operator.' 

The Witness: The telegraph operator. 

Mr. Rose: I see. 

Ti*ial Examiner Bloom: You mean by that, that she 
typed it and give you a copy ? 

The Witness: It was a man. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see, I assumed it was a 
woman. 

The Witness: Yes. 

9599 Trial Examiner Bloom: The man typewrote it? 
The Witness: Yes, he typewrote it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And gave you a copy? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And that is the copy he gave 

vou? 

* 

The Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: I think, Mr. Examiner, the testimony is this 
is a carbon copy made at the same time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I referred to this as a copy. 
Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xot as the original. 

Mr. Moore: It is a carbon copy, not a copy made from a 
copy, but they are both run at the same time, as I under¬ 
stand it, is that right, Mr. McLay? 

The Witness: That’s right. 

Mr. Rose: Is this being offered as the paper that was 
sent through the telegraph office? 
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Mr. Moore: It is being offered as a telegram sent by Mr. 
Grace to Governor Earle of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Rose: "Well, we make the same objection as to the 
previous— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is the objection now, that 
it wasn't sent? What is the objection? 

Mr. Rose: Xo, there is nothing to show receipt. 

9600 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, then, it is not the 
same objection ? 

Mr. Rose: Xo. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then what is the objection? 

Mr. Rose: That is the objection, there is no objection if 
it is offered as a telegram that was sent by Mr. Grace or 
the company as a paper that was delivered to the telegraph 
office for sending. 

Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner, of course we offer it 
as a telegram that was sent and rely upon the regular pre¬ 
sumption that is created, raised, in all such cases, that it 
was received in due course. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let me ask you, Mr. McLay, 
have you ever sent telegrams that were not received by the 
addressee ? 

The Witness: Well, have I ever sent telegrams that were 
received by the addressee ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: Xot that I recall, I don’t recall any such. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, do you know what the 
procedure is in the ease where a wire is sent and not re¬ 
ceived? When I say “wire" I mean telegram. 

Mr. Moore: Well, that presumes that it isn't re- 

9601 ceived. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That's right, I am not 
talking about this particular one, I am speaking generally, 
1 want to know whether this man knows what the procedure 
is, if a wire is sent to some named individual and the ad¬ 
dressee is not found, we will say, by the Western Union or 
by the Postal Telegraph, whoever has the duty of deliver¬ 
ing, what is then done with the telegram ? 

The Witness: 1 have known of cases where the Western 
Union reported that they were unable to make delivery of 
a telegram. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Was any such report made to 
you in connection with Respondents* Exhibit 122 for Iden¬ 
tification ? 

The Witness: Xo, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, anything further? 
Mr. Rose: Xot on the admissibility of the telegram. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, it will he received as 
Respondents' Exhibit 122. 


(Thereupon, the document previously marked “Respond¬ 
ents' Exhibit 122 for Identification." received in evidence 
as Respondents' Exhibit Xo. 122.) 


Direct Examination (Continued) 


Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. McLav, I hand you Respond¬ 
ents'* Exhibit 122 for Identification, and ask you if you will 
tel! me what that is. 


9602 (Thereupon, tin* document above referred to was 
marked Respondents' Exhibit Xo. 123 for Identifi¬ 
cation.) 


Q. (By Mr. Moore) l hand you this and ask you if you 
will tell me what it is. 


(Respondents' Exhibit 123 for Identification was passed 
to the witness.) 

A. That is a telegram which was given to me in the af¬ 
ternoon of June 19th, to be sent. 

Q. It is dated what date? A. June 19, 1937. 

Q. It is addressed to whom? A. Hon. George H. Earle, 
Governor. Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, Harrisburg, 
Pennsylvania. 

Q. And it was sent by whom, whose name appears at the 
bottom ? A. E. G. Grace. 

Q. Xow, will you tell us what you know about that piece of 
paper ? A. That is a copy of a telegram that was written 
up in Mr. Grace’s office. 

Q. In Bethlehem? A. In Bethlehem, on June 19th. 

Q. I)o you know who were present in Mr. Grace’s office 
at the time this telegram was prepared? A. I probably 
can't recall all of the people, but T can tell you some 
9603 who were there. 
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Q. Teir me as many as you can. A. Yes, Mr. Grace, 
Mr. McMath. 

Q. AYhat is his first name? A. Robert. 

Q. Robert E. McMath? A. Robert E. McMath. 

Q. Yes. A. Mr. J. M. Larkin and Mr. Xorborne Berkeley. 
I can't recall the others, if any, Mr. Moore. 

Q. Where were you at the time the telegram was being 
prepared? A. In my own office. 

Q. And where is your own office with respect to Mr. 
Grace’s office? A. It is part of the suite of rooms of Mr. 
Grace’s office. 

Q. Both you and Mr. Berkeley have your offices in that 
same suite? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. From whom did you receive the telegram and this 
piece of paper? A. 1 can't recall just who handed me the 
telegram to be sent, Mr. Moore, I received it in Mr. Grace’s 
office. 

9604 Q. Well, did you receive it from one of the gentle¬ 
men whose names you have given us as being pres¬ 
ent? A. Yes. 

Q. And what, if any, instructions were given to you at the 

time vou received it ? A. To send it off. 

* 

Q. That is, to send the telegram as you send other tele¬ 
grams? A. Yes. 

(,). What did you do? A. I handed the telegram to Mr. 
Hammond, of our office, and asked him to send it off, to 
take it to the Western Union office and send it. 

Q. And when you say 4 ‘the telegram", what do you 
mean? A. The telegram to Governor Earle from Mr. 
Grace, of which this a copy. 

Q. And is that a carbon copy that was made at the same 
time? A. Yes, it is. 

Q. As the copy of the telegram that you gave to the mes¬ 
senger to take? A. Yes, it is. 

Q. Who was the man or the person to whom you delivered 
the telegram with instructions that he take it to the office of 
the telegraph company? A. Mr. Hammond. 

9605 Q. Mr. Hammond? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This is off the record. 
(Thereupon a discussion was had off the record.) 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: On tile record. 

Mr. Rose: Are you offering this, Mr. Moore.' 

Mr. Moore: Not yet, but i am through with the witness. 

Mr. Rose: Well, 1 just have one or two questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Cross Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) At the time you delivered the copy of 
the telegram to Mr-. Berkeley at Mr. Grace's home would 
you tell us who was present/ A. There again it will be my 
recollection, I know some that were present, there may have 
been others. Mr. Bent. 

Mr. Moore: Quincy Bent/ 

The Witness: Mr. Quincy Bent and Mr. K. E. Me Math 
were just leaving Mr. (trace's house when 1 got there, they 
were just coming out the door. In the house were Mr. 
Grake, Mr. Berkeley, Mr. Hoddinott and 1 think Mr. Larkin. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is J. M. Larkin? 

The Witness: J. M. Larkin, yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, did 1 understand you to 
tKK)t> say that there may have been others present whom 
you don't recall? A. Yes. 

Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner, I take it probably Mr. 
Rose did not intend to make his question as broad as he did 
make it. IIis question was who were in the house. He 
means Mr. Grace's house, when he got there— 

Mr. Rose: Well no, there may have been servants there 
or employees of some other nature, and I am not interested 
in that, I think Mr. McLay understood what I meant. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I just want the record to show that 
you were not referring to who was in the house, Mr. Grace's 
family undoubtedly was there, I don't know. 

0- (By Mr. Rose) Do you know whether there were any 
employees of the Bethlehem Steel Company who work at 
the Johnstown Plant or at the Cambria Plant in Johnstown 
present at Mr. Grace's home at that time? A. Xo, there 
were none present. 

Q. You know, that or— A. Yes. 

Q. Do you mean that you don't know? A. I mean T know 
that there were none present. 
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Q. Whore were you at the time you received the 
9607 longhand telegram from Mr. Grace, I think it is Re¬ 
spondent's Exhibit 122 for Identification? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is in evidence, 1-2 is in 
evidence. 

Mr. Rose: Well. 122 is in evidence, that is correct, 1 will 
change my number. 

The Witness: Am I to answer that ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 


The Witness: At Mr. Grace's house. 

9608 Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know who was present 
at Mr. Grace's house at that time? Of course, I do 
not refer to his family or household employees. A. I named 
those, Mr. Rose. 

Q. The same people ? A. Yes. 

Q. In addition to others whose names you say you do not 
recall? A. What T mean is, there may have been others. 

Q. Oh, I see. A. Yes. 

Q. And did you read the telegram from Mr. Grace’s 
house? A. Did I read it? 

Q. From his house, or did you go to your office ? A. To 
send it? 

Q. Yes. A. Right to the Bethlehem Steel Company office, 
as I told you, I went to the telegrapher and sat down, read 
it off to him. 

Mr. Rose: Xo further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: At this time, Mr. Mo-ore, you 
are not now offering Exhibit 123? 

Mr. Moore: Just a moment, please. I might ask one fur¬ 
ther question that my associate is in doubt whether it has 
been answered. I think it has. 


9609 Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Grace was present when this 
telegram was given to you, as I understand it ? A. Yes. 

Mr. Rose: To which one do you refer? 

Mr. Moore: That is. I mean by that. Respondents' Ex¬ 
hibit 123 for Identification. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: That is all. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: All with this witness? 
Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Mr. Rose: Xo further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all, thank you. 


(Witness excused.) 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Hammond, will you take the stand, 


please? 

Well, Mr. Examiner, if we can save time, perhaps, if Mr. 
Rose— 


Mr. Rose: If we can save time—perhaps if Mr. Moore 
is going to offer that last telegram we would have no objec¬ 
tion to that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, is that what you— 

Mr. Moore: That is what I was— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I would assume— 

9610 Mr. Rose: I thought the purpose of calling this 
witness was to qualify it further. 

Mr. Moore: That is all. 


Mr. Rose: Well, there is no necessity. 

Mr. Moore: All right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In other words— 

Mr. Moore: Then. Mr. Examiner. I offer in evidence Re¬ 
spondents' Exhibit 123 for Identification, as Respondents’ 
Exhibit 123, which consists of three separate sheets. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I understand the Board has no 
objection. 

Mr. Rose: Xo. we have no objection to that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be received as Respon¬ 
dents' Exhibit 123. 


(Thereupon the document previously marked Respon¬ 
dents' Exhibit 123 for Identification was marked Respon¬ 
dents* Exhibit 123 in evidence.) 

Mr. Moore: That is all. Those were all the witnesses I 
had for this morning. Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Rose: As I understood it, Mr. Examiner, that last 
telegram was just offered as a telegram sent by Mr. Grace 
to the Governor. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. 



BKT1I. STF.KL CO. KT A I.. VS. NATL. I .A BOH BEL. BOARD. 481') 


Mr. Moore: Yes. The same as the previous telegram we 
—as I said, the presumption that it was received by 
9611 the Governor. 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You say you have no further 
witnesses? 

Mr. Moore: Xot for the morning, no. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon a discussion was had off the record, after 
which the following proceedings were had.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

AYe will adjourn at this time until two o’clock this after¬ 
noon. 

(Thereupon, at 12:30 o'clock p.m., a recess was taken 
to 2:00 o'clock p.m.) 


9615 A ft e r R ecess 

(Thereupon, the hearing was resumed, pursuant to ad¬ 
journment, at 2:00 o'clock p.m.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come 
to order. 

At the end of that stipulation this morning, add this: 

“Provided that Board’s Exhibit Xo. 42. introduced in 
evidence through the witness Kinkade, shall remain in 
evidence." 

Mr. Moore: “It is further stipulated, however, that 
Board's Exhibit Xo. 42, introduced in evidence through the 
witness Kinkade, shall remain in evidence.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is satisfactory. 

Mr. Moore: All right. “As Board's Exhibit 42." 

Trial Examiner Bloom: “As Board's Exihibit 42." 
Mr. Moore? Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. George Gathers. 

George I. Cathers a witness called by and on behalf of the 
Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows: 
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Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you please state your name and 
spell it out, so that it will be accurate in the record/ 
Wild A. George I. Gathers, C-a-t-h-e-r-s. 

Q. And where do you reside/ A. 211- 1 /!* Poplar 
Street, Johnstown. 

Q. In the City or Johnstown/ A. Yes, sir. 

Q. By whom are you employed, if you are employed/ 
A. Bethlehem Steel Company. 

Q. In what plant are you employed/ A. Steam Depart¬ 
ment, Wheel Plant. 

Q. That is a part of Cambria Plant, is it/ A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Were you so employed in June of 1937/ A. Yes. sir. 
Q. Is there any particular shop, or does the place 

9617 in which you work in the Steam Department have 
any particular name. A. Station Xo. 19. Boiler 

House. Steam station, rather. 

Q. And you work in the boiler house/ A. Yes, sir. Steam 
Station Xo. 19. 

Q. What are your duties/ What is your job/ Just 
describe it briefly, if you will. A. Water tender: boiler 
water tender. 

Q. What does that moan, that you do/ A. Look after the 
water in the boilers and see that it don't got too high, or 
too low, and burn the boilers. 

Q. In other words, you regulate the amount of water— 
A. Regulate. 

Q.—that should go into the boilers/ A. Right. 

Q. What are those boilers used for? Supposed to make 
steam, of course, but what is the steam used for/ A. Well, 
the steam is used for the steam hammer in the 'smith shop, 
and for different pumps through the plant, and also for 
spreading and spraying the tar in the furnace. The fur¬ 
naces are tar burners: coke plant tar. And steam is shot 
• in with the tar and sprays it over the furnace. 

9618 Q. And the tar burns, does it Z A. Yes, sir. 

Q. To heat the furnace? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you remember when the strike among the em¬ 
ployees at the Cambria Plant of Bethlehem Steel Company 
began/ A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When did it begin/ A. The 11th of June. 
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Q. 1937? A. 1937. 

Q. Do you remember at what hour it began ? A. Eleven 
o'clock at night, I believe, it was supposed to take effect. 

Q. I see. Did you work during the strike? A. 
9019 Yes, sir. 

Q. At your regular job in the boiler plant ? A. 
'Well, I worked part of the time at my regular job: after 
martial law was proclaimed here, why, I worked in another 
boiler house, maintenance, down in Franklin, until after 
we was shut up, down there, until after they took the 
martial law off, then we opened up again in our own boiler 
houses. 

Q. Up until the time the plant was closed because of 
so-called martial law or by an order in that connection, 
did you work at your regular job in the boiler house? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Or shop? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where is your home, 211-Yi» Poplar Street— A. It 
is right— 

Q. —with reference to the Wheel Plant? A. What do 
you mean by that ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is, how far away? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) How far away is it. and in which 
direction is it? A. Oh, the Wheel Plant is east of my home, 
about—T suppose three miles, three and a half miles. 

Q. In what way did you go to work, immediately 
9620 prior to the strike, and while you worked in the 
boiler house during the strike ? Did you ride a street 
car or automobile, or walk, or what did you do? 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, what is the materiality of 
this? 

The Witness; I rode the street car— 

Mr. Shawe: Just a minute, please. I object to this. En¬ 
tirely immaterial. I don't see the connection or the pur¬ 
pose of this line of questioning. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well. I just assume that Mr. 
Broun is not down here asking questions for the fun of it. 
He has something in mind. 

Mr. Shawe: I assumed that, also. 

Mr. Broun: I hope that I can warrant your assumption, 
Mr. Examiner, very shortly. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I trust so, because if you 
don't, it will all go out. 

Mr. Broun: Very well. Now will you repeat the ques¬ 
tion, 'Mr. Reporter, because the witness hadn't completed 
his answer. 

(Thereupon, the reporter repeated the last question as 
above set forth.) 

The Witness: I rode the street car before the strike, 
and after the strike started, for the first three days, until it 
got so violent that— 

96*21 ! Mr. Shawe: Just a minute. That is not respon¬ 
sive. 

The Witness: —I couldn't ride the street car. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me counsel for 
the Board should permit the witness to answer the ques¬ 
tions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tie may answer the question. 

Mr. Broun: You have a question that should be an¬ 
swered, and then state the objection, I understand— 

Mr. Shawe: I make a motion that the last answer bo 
stricken, as not responsive. 

Mr. Broun: There has not been anv answer, Mr. Ex- 
a miner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He has not finished his answer. 
Don't break in, in the middle of a statement, as soon as you 
hear one word you may not like. Let the witness finish. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. ('athers, would you like 
9622 to have the question read back ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read back the question 
and answer as far as he has gone. 

(Thereupon the last question and answer was read by 
the reporter as follows: 

“Question. In what way did you go to work, immediately 
prior to the strike and while you worked in the boiler house 
during the strike? Did you ride a street car or automibile, 
or walk, or what did you do.’ 

“Answer. I rode the street car before the strike, and 
after the strike started, for the first three days, until it got 
so violent that—I couldn't ride the street car.’') 

The Witness: I was afraid to ride the street cars, they 
smashed the whole side of the car in, the bricks came in by 
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my face and cut my face with glass, so then I went around 
by the Frankstown Road and down Clapboard Run, miles 
around to get to my work. I had to go in an off hour to 
get there when the gang was away from the gate at supper 
time in the evening. I had to change my hours or working 
even to get there. 

Mr. Sliawe: May I make a motion to strike that, Mr. 
Examiner, as not responsive to the question ? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, this testimony is not 

9623 adduced for the purpose of showing the fact of any 
violence, if I may use the general term, which may 

have taken place, but is elicited purely and solely for the 
purpose or showing the state of mind of this witness and I 
shall tie it up with reference to actions to which he will 
testify. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, Mr. Gathers, were there any 
other things that happened or things that you heard which 
occurred before you stopped riding the street car as you 
have testified that you did? A. Things that happened? 

Q. Yes. A. You mean violence or what ? 

Q. Well, anything that you saw in connection with the 
strike while you were, or heard while you were, on your 
way to work on the street car route? A. Well, this day 
that I was going to work when they smashed the windows 
all on the one side of the car there was three whole windows 
left and there was me and another man going to the Wheel 
Plant. 

We stayed on the car and went to the loop. When we 
got to the loop there was such a violent mood there, they 
were in such a violent mood that we thought it wasn't safe 
to get off, so we stayed on. 

9624 Q. You say they were in a violent mood, to whom 
do you refer? A. To the strikers there, there must 

have been between two and three hundred around the end 
of the street car line where we got off the car, and we were 
afraid to get off, so we went back home. 

Q. Where was that place that there was this crowd of 
two or three hundred people ? A. The east end of Franklin 
Boro at the street car loop, that is the street cars turn to 
come back into town. I ride to the end of the loop, to the 
end of the line. 
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Q. "Where was that with reference to whatever irate or 
entrance you use to go to the Wheel Plant? A. Well, that 
is what we would call the Wheel Plant entrance, we have 
about 'a quarter of a mile I guess, in the neighborhood of 
a quarter of a mile, from the street car loop into the plant. 
There is a short lonely road, after night it is not very well 
lighted and bushes, so that as what we call the Wheel 
Plant 'entrance, that is by the loop, and I suppo>e three 
hundred feet away from the loop is the Wheel Plant en¬ 
trance where we enter the companys road to go into the 
plant. 

Q. Is the actual place where von get to the plant farther 
away from Johnstown and Franklin Boro than the 


9625 loop where you get off the street car? 

Mr. Shawe: What does that mean? 

Mr. Broun: Strike it, Mr. Reporter. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read it. Well, he will put 
another question to you. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In what direction, Mr. Gathers, does 
the street car go as it goes from Johnstown toward the 
loop to which you have referred? A. That goes east, or 
northeast. 

Q. Well, now, is the actual place at the end of the 
road where you come to the Steel Plant east or west, or 
in what direction is it from the loop? A. That is— 

Mr. Shawe: May I interrupt here just a moment, Mr. 

! Examiner, to ask respondents’ counsel a question? 

9626 Trial Examiner Bloom: Yo>. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Broun made the statement he was 


eliciting this testimony, not to prove a fact but a mental 
attitude on the part of this witness. What difference does 
it make what direction the street car goes or where the 
street car stop: 


IS? 


Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, every question and every 
answer can’t be taken alone. I assume that counsel has 
something in mind that they intend to show. Now, I per¬ 
mitted when the Board was putting in evidence, I permitted 
vou time and time again the same sort of latitude. T have 

• V 

done it with the respondents’ counsel, and I don’t know 
why you have to take up every question and answer and 
make the same point? 
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If it is not connected it is going to be stricken. Go ahead. 

Mr. Broun: Will you read the last question? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: Well, from the loop I presume it would 
be more north than east, it varies a little from the left, 
after you get off the street car at the loop. 

Q. (By ill*. Broun) You made the statement, Mr. Gath¬ 
ers, that a stone had come through the street car 

9627 window in which you were riding and that broken 
glass had cut you; was that at a time when you were 

on the way to work, or not? A. Yes, I was going to work, 
three o'clock in the afternoon. 

Q. Will you tell me where that occurred ? A. At the east 
end of Maple Avenue, just before you cross over the Wood- 
vale Bridge to the time office gate. 

Q. Will you tell me if anything else occurred at that time, 
what happened? A. Well, they had some obstructions on 
the track, the strikers, they had some obstruction in the way 
of bolts or spikes or something. They tried to throw the 
car off the tracks. The car didn't leave the track. The 
motorman slowed up and they threw the trolley off, and 
after they thro wed the trolley off, why, they smashed every 
two sections of glass, the lower glass were shoved up and 
thev smashed two sections in, I think there was two glass 
left in the front of the car, the front end of the car and one 
in the rear end of the car. 

There were women, one woman and one child was sitting 
in front of me, I saw, and we all rushed to the front end 
of the car and I had the side of my face cut with flying 
glass. That was the day we turned around and came back 
home, didn't go to work. 

9628 Q. Did the car then move on and go up to the 
loop? A. It went across the bridge to the Time Office 

Gate where there was, I suppose, from four to six State 
Policemen standing and the motorman stopped and got off 
and showed them the side of the car which I would say was 
in plain view where the stoning was going on. 

Q. Plain view of whom ? A. Plain view of the State 
Policemen where the car was being stoned. It was right 
across the bridge on an angle, it could have been very 
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plainly seen. So the State Police shook their heads a little 
bit and had nothing to say and the motorman got on and 
we left and went to the other end of the line. 

Q. About how far away was the place where the stoning 
took place and the place where the car stopped, as you 
have described’ A. Well, I'd say, you mean from where 
he stopped to report to the State Police? 

Q. Yes. A. Well, I would say it was about a length of a 
square, a city square or something like that. 

Q. And about what would you say that is in feet or 
yards’; A. Well, I couldn't just exactly say that, I 
wouldn't know. 

Q. Well, approximately, you don't have to be 

9629 exact, of course. 

! Mr. Shawe: The witness apparently has stated lie 
does not know, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Broun: The witness hasn't stated he doesn't know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it might he about— 

Mr. Shawe: 1 object to what it might be. 

The Witness: It might be a thousand feet, yards, or 
something like that, from where the street car was stoned 
to where he stopped. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Xow, do you mean a thousand yards 
or a thousand feet.’ 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He said a thousand vards, Mr. 
Broun. 

Mr. Broun: He said both. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, first he said feet and cor¬ 
rected himself. 

Mr. Broun: I would like the answer read. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Broun : I submit— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Which do you mean, feet or 
yards? 

The Witness: Well, let's see. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Put it this way— 

9630 Trial Examiner Bloom: Let him answer. 

Mr. Broun : All right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xow that he is thinking about 
it. 
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The Witness: Well, I couldn't say exactly, because I 
am no surveyor, I don't know much about the length of 
land, but whatever the length of a square is, a city square 
is, why I imagine it was just about that far, whatever that 
would be, from where the street car was stoned to where 
it stopped and reported to the State Police. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) About how many times the length 
of this room, if it was farther than the length of this room, 
would you say it was l A. Oh, I suppose about ten times, 
I guess, would about cover the distance. 

Mr. Broun: I believe, Mr. Examiner, that the record 
shows that this room is approximately 50 feet long. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, when Mr. Waters was on 
the stand we all took chances at making guesses. I have 
forgotten just what the guesses amounted to. How long 
would you say this room is from where you are sitting 
to the other end ? 

Mr. Broun: Well, Mr. Examiner, it doesn’t seem to me, 
if I may object to your question, that in view of the fact 
that the witness has said that he can't, in effect, 
9631 estimate in feet, but says that is about the length of a 
city block, and then estimate it by the times, length 
of this room— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I just would like to get his 
idea, if he is talking in the terms of feet. 

The Witness: I would say this room from wall to wall 
this way is about 75 feet, something like that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Shawe: How far would you say it was from side 
to side? 

The Witness: Well, I suppose it is about square, by the 
looks of it. 

Mr. Broun: I have not measured the room, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Neither have I. 

Mr. Shawe: Neither have I. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Of course, it is an obvious fact 
that the distances outside are entirely different than dis¬ 
tances inside. A person can stand on the outside and 
estimate a city block. You get him inside a room and say 
“how many times this room is times a city block,” and you 
would be surprised at the result. 
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9632 ' Mr. Broun: Well, I don’t know whether that 
is the ease or not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Well, try it yourself sometimes. 

Mr. Broun: But it seems to me that we either ought to 
measure the room or let the record show that our best 
estimate is that the room is approximately fifty feet long. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t know, somebody will 
measure it one of these days and we will put it in the 
record. 

Mr. Broun: Very Well. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Gathers, a witness who has 
testified in this case has given testimony to the following 
effect-^—I shall read. Mr. Examiner, from pages 473 and 476 
of the official record— 

Mr. Shawe: Just a moment. 

Mr. Broun: Excuse me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, before you read 
that are you going to ask him whether he made a statement 
attributed to him by someone else? 

Mr. Broun: Xo, sir, I am going to ask him whether he 
knows anything about the testimony. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I don't think it is proper 
to read testimony to a witness. 

9633 Mr. Broun: Testified to— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And then ask him to 
characterize it. 

Mr. Broun: I am not going to ask him to characterize 
it, I ain going to ask him to testify as to facts within his own 
knowledge with respect to a fact testified to by a witness 


for the Board. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t know what you have 
in mind, but you know my views on it, I think, I have ex¬ 
pressed them before. 

Mr. Broun: I don’t think this will violate your views, 
Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Broun: Have you got the place, Mr. Rose? 

Mr. Shawe: Just a minute, may I ask, Mr. Examiner, 
if the respondents intend to tie up the testimony that has 
already been given by this witness with anything else? 

Mr. Broun: I stated, Mr. Examiner, that I do. 

Mr Shawe: I just wanted to let- you know our objection. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Don't be so anxious, Mr. Shawe. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Xow, Mr. Cathers, the testimony to 
which I referred which a witness who lias testified 

9634 previously gave, was to this effect: “That he was 
in the boiler room of the Wheel Plant recently; that 

he recalled that he saw a sign there; that he saw that sign on 
last Friday evening," and the testimony to which I refer 
was given on September 10th, 1937, which was a Friday. 

So that the last Friday evening preceding that would 
have been September 3, 1937. The same witness testified 
that the sign had letters at the bottom in large type, “Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee.” 

Did you ever see such a sign? A. Yes. 

Mr. Shawe: Just a minute. I object to the question, 
Mr. Examiner, it is improper examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you read the question and 
answer ? 

Did vou get the witness’ answer? 

The Reporter: Yes. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me the only 
wav— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let's read the question 
and answer. 

(The reporter read the question and answer as above 
set forth.) 

9635 Trial Examiner Bloom: Xow what was the objec¬ 
tion ? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to summarizing the entire testi¬ 
mony of a witness on a particular subject. I don’t think 
it is proper. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, in the first place— 

Mr. Shawe: Just a minute. I think that the question 
could be framed a little differently, he could ask this wit¬ 
ness if he saw such a sign. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

Mr. Shawe: I don't think it is necessary to read the 
entire testimony of a witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, why is it necessary 
to say what another witness said with respect to that? 
Wouldn’t your purpose be served just as well if you asked 
this witness whether on or about that time he ever saw 
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a sign without referring to anything, to the fact that an¬ 
other witness has testified, or what he said— 

Mr. Broun: Well, I had to fix a particular place, Mr. 
Examiner, and a particular time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, you can fix the place and 
time just ts easily without referring to the fact that another 
witness has already testified. 

Mr. Broun: Well, I could not see how that has any 
effect— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think that is the pro- 
0636 cedure. the best procedure, to follow with this partic- 
1 ular answer. Since he has already answered I will 
let it stand, but I think there is no point in telling one wit¬ 
ness what another witness has testified where you are 
merely going to inquire whether this witness knows a 
pnrth'uiar fact or has seen a particular thing. 

Mr. Broun: Very well, sir, but since you have ruled, as 
I understand, there is nothing further for me to say. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yerv well. 

Qj ( By Mr. Broun) Where did you see such a sign ? A. 
On the Wheel Plant Boiler House door. 

Q. Do you know anything about that sign? A. Yes, sir, 
I guess I know all about it and the only man that does know 
anything about it. I put it up myself, and I don’t think 
there was anybody saw me put it up or anybody knew 
about it. 

Mr. Sliawe: May I interrupt here, Mr. Examiner? I 
don’t like to interrupt the witness like this, but I don’t 
see how else I can cure the testimony that this man is giv¬ 
ing here. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is wrong with it? 

Mr. Sliawe: I don’t think it is necessary for him to sum¬ 
marize everything that everybody in the world knows. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He didn’t say everybody 
9637 in the world. 

Mr. Sliawe: He said he guesses he is the only one 
that knows anything about it. 

Mr. Broun: He talks about matters that he says are 
within his own knowledge, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us why you guess you are 
the only one that knows anything about it. 
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Q. (By Mr. Broun) You tell us everything about the 
thing, Mr. Cathers. A. I put it up and I was the only one 
in the boiler house when I put it up, I didn’t see anybody 
else around. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Grace wasn’t hiding behind 
the door looking in ? 

The Witness: Mr. Grace, the company, or no other com¬ 
pany official, I take an oath to that, had anything to do 
with that, because the newspaper advertisement, it was a 
newspaper advertisement, and I just hung it up on the door. 

( c h (By Mr. Broun) Now, will you tell me, Mr. Cathers, 
in detail just what happened, how you hung it up, where 
you got it, all about it. A. Well, my wife wrapped my 
lunch in a wax paper and then put the piece of newspaper 
around it and this here advertisement, I had out there that 
night with me, with my lunch wrapped in it. After I ate 
mv lunch I looked at it and I took it over and I hung 
963S it up on the boiler house door. 

I read it over and of course I was in sympathy 
with it and it just suited me all right, so I just took it and 
hung it over the boiler house door. 

Q. You say it was a newspaper advertisement? A. 
Johnstown Tribune, yes. 

Q. Can you tell me when that was, approximately, what 
night? A. Well, I couldn't say exactly, it was sometime I 
suppose during the latter part of August, I couldn't say 
exactly because I did not pay any attention to it. 

Q. 1937 ? A. Yes, sir, August, 1937. 

Q. Is there any way in which you can fix a little more 
accurately when it was ? 

Mr. Shawe: What was that? What was? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Anything that you did that you can 
relate the time you put the advertisement on the door to— 
A. I could not give no date, because I don't remember, I 
knew it was quite a while after the strike was over. 

Q. Do you know how long the advertisement stayed there 
on the door? A. I couldn’t say exactly, I suppose it was 
there for probably a week or two weeks, I went on my vaca¬ 
tion soon after it was put up, and when I came back 
9639 it was gone, so I don't know what became of it, who 
took it down or anything more about it. 

Q. Do you remember when you went on your vacation? 
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A. The latter part of August, I think around the 28th of 
August. 

Q. Do von know what date vou went on vour vacation, 
a Monday, a Saturday, or Tuesday, or what ? A. Well, I 
started my vacation, my vacation started on Monday, and 
I took two weeks, I got one week, the company gave me 
one week, and I took a week, I was gone two weeks and when 
I came back the sign was off the boiler house door. 

Mir. Broun: Might I show the witness a calendar for the 
purpose of fixing the date? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Surely. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) I show you, Mr. Gathers, a 1937 
calendar: have you got your glasses with you, because it 
is small print? A. Xo. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell him what it is. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) This Calendar, 1937, shows that 
August 30th was on a Monday; does that help you in fixing 
the date that you went on your vacation? A. Yes, that is 
* when my vacation started, on Monday, that is when 
9640 it started. 

Q. And vou staved awav two weeks vou sav? A. 
I was to have the next week off with Saturday and Sunday, 
but I stayed two weeks and I took two weeks, one week on 
mv own hook, that is when mv vacation started because I 
was to have the following Saturday and Sunday off. You 
are entitled to Saturday and Sunday in vour week's vaca- 

% 4 4 

tion. 

Qi That would have meant that you came back from your 
vacation the second Monday after the 30th of August? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Which was September 6th, would that be correct? A. 
Yes, sir, I came home on the 6tli, I was told to go to 
work— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: September 6th? 

Mr. Broun: September 13th. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you mean the 6th or 
the 13th ? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Gathers, vou left on August 
30th? A. Yes. 

Q. And you stayed away two weeks? A. Yes. 

Q; Now would two Mondays after August 30th be Sep¬ 
tember 6th or September 13th ? A. That would be Septem- 
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ber 13th, I guess, I didn't think, I know it couldn't be 

9641 the 6th. 

Mr. Broun: That was certainly an error on my 

part. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: May I point that out as a shin¬ 
ing example of a leading question? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) When you came back from your 
vacation, Mr. Cathers, was the advertisement hanging there 
or was is not ? A. It was gone off of the door. 

Q. Did you work in the boiler shop from the time that 
the mills reopened after they had been closed, at the time 
of the so-called martial law until you went on your vaca¬ 
tion, or not? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. ITow many days a week did you work during that 
period, if you remember? A. I was working six. 

Q. Did you work every week or not ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you see any other sign hanging anywhere in the 
boiler house during that period? A. Xo. sir, I did not. 

Q. Could there. Mr. Cathers, have been a sign in that 
shoo during that period without your seeing it? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the form of that question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that. 

9642 (The reporter repeated the last question as above 
set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What period again, Mr. Broun? 

The Witness: Xo, sir. 

Mr. Broun: From the time that the mills reopened after 
the closing at the time of the so-called martial law, until he 
went on his vacation, as to which period he testified he was 
there six days a week every week. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean during the entire 
time, or during only the time that this man worked? Tie 
wasn't there— 

Mr. Broun: The time he worked. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that your objection. Mr. 
Bhawe ? 

Mr. Shawe: T object to the form of the question, “Could 
he have seen it”? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, he didn't sav, “Could he 
have seen it?” He said, “Could there have been a sign 
there during that period,” and then afterwards, amending 
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the question, limited to the six days a week that he worked 
without his having seen the sign. 

Mr. Shawe: During the hours of the day that he was in 
the plant ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Shawe: In that particular place? 

9643i Trial Examiner Bloom: That is understood, of 
course. 

Mr. Broun: That is correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer. 

The Witness: Xo, sir, I don’t think there could have 
been no sign on the door that I couldn’t have saw it. because 
it is: in plain view of everybody that goes through the 
boiler house, and there was nothing else on the door but 
this sign and then, of course, some instructions for operat¬ 
ing machinery, that is on the door, but nothing compared 
with the Citizens’ (’ommittee or anything like that. 

Q.i (By Mr. Broun) Did you ever hear from any one 
that there was any other sign than the one to which you 
have referred signed “Citizens’ Committee” except, of 
course, the instructions as to work— A. Xo, sir. 

Q.i—during the period from the opening of the mills 
until vou went on vour vacation, at anv time, whether vou 

• • 7 % 7 • 

were there or not? A. Xo, sir, 1 never heard of any or 
saw it. 

0. Mr. Cathers, I show you Board’s Exhibit 47-A in 
evidence and Board's Exhibit 48-A in evidence, and Board's 
Exhibit 72 in evidence, and ask you if you have ever seen 
them or any one of them, or copies thereof at any time? 

(Boards Exhibits referred to were passed to the wit¬ 
ness.) 

9644 1 A. Well, this is the one, this is the one that was on 
! the boiler house door (pointing to Exhibit 48-A.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In other words. Board’s Exhibit 
48-Aiis a copy of the newspaper advertisement that you 
testified you put on the boiler house door? A. Yes, sir, 
that is it. 

Mr. Shawe: May I have Mr. Broun's last statement? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 
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Mr. Shawe: Is that a question, or is that testimony 
given by Mr. Broun. 7 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, it may stand. 

Mr. Shawe: I make a motion to strike. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It mav stand. 

Mr. Broun: May we have an off-the-record discussion.’ 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 


(There was a discussion off the record.) 


9645 Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, may the record show 
that yesterday afternoon you suggested in an off-the-record 
discussion, that the proceedings would be expedited if 
counsel for the Board would enter into a stipulation which 
would obviate the necessity of counsel for the respondents 
asking the witnesses a series of questions similar to those 
which I now propose to ask the witness on the stand. 

May the record further show, Mr. Examiner, that counsel 
for the Board, in accordance with your suggestion, now 
stipulate that if the witness George I. Gathers had been 
asked the following questions, which I would have asked if 
you had not made your suggestion, and if the phrase “a 
person acting in a supervisory capacity", and the word 
“employee” which appear in such questions, had been de¬ 
fined as T shall now define them, such witness would have 
answered “no" to each and every one of such questions. 

"When T use the phrase “a person acting in a supervisory 
capacity” I mean a person having authority on behalf of 
Bethlehem Steel Company to contract or arrange for em¬ 
ployment, or to terminate employment, or to discipline an 
employee of Bethlehem Company for poor workman- 

9646 ship, or for any other reason, or to fix or agree upon 
wages or hours of work, or working conditions, or to 

schedule an employee of that company for work. 

When I use the word “employee", I mean any person 
who at any time has been in the employment of Bethlehem 
Steel Company. Such, questions are:—off the record, Mr. 


Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 


(There was a discussion off the record.) 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Broun: “1. Did any person acting in a supervisory 
capacity ever, directly or indirectly, suggest to you that you 
place on the boiler room door or at any other place in the 
plant the advertisement which was a copy of Board's Ex¬ 
hibit Xo. 48-A ? 

“2. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 
directly or indirectly, advise you to do that?” 

Mr. Shawe. Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

TiHal Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Shawe: It is also agreed by a stipulation of all coun¬ 
sel, that Board's counsel have an objection to each 

9647 and every one of the questions, on the grounds that 
they are improper, irrelevant, incompetent and call 

for a conclusion, and are immaterial. 

We object on the further ground that the questions are 
entirely too vague and indefinite. It is also agreed that 
the foregoing stipulation is without prejudice to the right 
of Board's counsel to cross-examine. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the latter statement is quite 
all right, but it does not seem to me we need to stipulate 
to an objection, in overruling the objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is simply understood that 
Board's counsel have an objection to all of these questions, 
and then all of the objections are overruled. 

Mr. Broun: That is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All questions having been pre- 
viouslv examined bv counsel for the Board and mvself. 

Mr. Broun: That is quite satisfactory. 

Mr. Shawe: I just wanted the record to show our reason 
for making the objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the record may show—all 
right, state your reason, very briefly. 

Mr. Shawe: Board's counsel objected to the questions, 
on the grounds that they are improper, irrelevant, incom- 
1 petent and immaterial: and call for a conclusion and 

9648 too vague and indefinite. 
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Mr. Broun: “3. Did any person acting in a supervisory 
capacity ever, directly or indirectly, request you to do that? 

“4. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity 
ever, directly or indirectly, order or direct you to do that? 

“5. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity 
ever, directly or indirectly, suggest to you that you place on 
the boiler room door at any other place in the plant any¬ 
thing whatsoever? 

“0. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity 
ever, directly or indirectly, advise you to do that ? 

“7. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 
directly or indirectly, request you to do that? 

“8. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity 
ever, directly or indirectly, order or direct you to do that? 

“9. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity 
ever, directly or indirectly, suggest, in so far as you know, 
to any employee that he place on the boiler room door or 
at any other place in the plant the advertisement which 
was a copy of Board's Exhibit Xo. 48-A? 

“10. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity 
ever, directly or indirectly, advise, in so far as you know, 
any employee to do that? 

9649 “11. Did any person acting in a supervisory 

capacity ever, directly or indirectly, request, in so 
far as you know, any employee to do that ? 

“1*2. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity 
ever, directly or indirectly, order or direct, in so far as you 
know, any employee to do that ? 

“13. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity 
ever, directly or indirectly, suggest, in so far as you know, 
to any employee that he place on the boiler room door or 
at any other place in the plant anything whatsoever? 

“14. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity 
ever, directly or indirectly, advise, in so far as you know, 
any employee to do that? 

“15. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity 
ever, directly or indirectly, request, in so far as you know, 
any employee to do that ? 

“16. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity 
ever, directly or indirectly, order or direct, in so far as you 
know, any employee to do that ? 
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“17. Did any employee ever, directly or indirectly, sug¬ 
gest to you that you place on the boiler room door or at 
any other place in the plant the advertisement which was 
a copy of Board's Exhibit Xo. 4S-A? 

“18. Did any employee.ever, directly or indirectly, 

9650 advise you to do that ? 

“19. Did any employee ever, directly or indirectly, 
request you to do that? 

“20. Did any employee ever, directly or indirectly, order 
or direct you to do that ? 

“21. Did any employee ever, directly or indirectly, sug¬ 
gest to you that you place on the boiler room door or at 
any other place in the plant anything whatsoever? 

“22. Did any employee ever, directly or indirectly, 
advise you to do that ? 

“23. Did any employee, ever, directly or indirectly, re¬ 
quest you to do that? 

“24. Did any employee over, directly or indirectly, order 
or direct vou to do that? 

“25. Did you ever hear that any person acting in a 
supervisory capacity ever, directly or indirectly, suggested 
or would suggest to any employee that he place on the 
boiler room door or at any other place in the plant the 
advertisement which was a copy of Board's Exhibit Xo. 
4S-A ? 

“26. Did you ever hear that any person acting in a 
supervisory capacity ever, directly or indirectly, advised or 
would advise any employee to do that? 

“27. Did you ever hear that any person acting in a 
supervisory capacity ever, directly or indirectly, re- 

9651 (piested or would request any employee to do that? 

“28. Did you ever hear that any person acting 
in a supervisory capacity ever, directly or indirectly, 
ordered or directed or would order or direct any employee 
to do that ? 

“29. Did you ever hear that any person acting in a 
supervisory capacity ever, directly or indirectly, suggested 
or would suggest to any employee that he place on the 
boiler room door or at any other place in the plant any¬ 
thing whatsoever? 
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“30. Did you ever hear that any person acting in a super¬ 
visory capacity ever, directly or indirectly, advised or 
would advise any employee to do that? 

“31. Did you ever hear that any person acting in a 
supervisory capacity ever, directly or indirectly, requested 
or would request any employee to do that? 

“33. Did you ever hear that any person acting in a super¬ 
visory capacity ever, directly or indirectly, ordered or di¬ 
rected or would order or direct any employee to do 
that?” 

9652 Mr. Broun: Xow, Mr. Examiner, there is one fur¬ 
ther question which 1 would like to ask of the wit¬ 
ness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Surely. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) After you had returned, last fall, 
from your vacation, as you have testified, Mr. fathers, did 
you see or hear any foreman or superintendent or person 
in a supervisory capacity say or do anything which you 
knew or learned had to do with the advertisement that you 
had placed on the boiler house door? A. Yes. 

Mr. Shaw: I object to the form of the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Yes, sir, I did. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you see them? Will you tell us 
what it was, that you saw or heard ? A. Well, T saw the 
superintendent, general foreman, coming in one day and 
pulling the boiler house doors back and forth and looking 
at both sides of them, and in fact I didn’t know what was 
going on. And I said to the superintendent, “Are you go¬ 
ing to get me new boiler house doors ? ” And he said, “Xo,*' 
he laughed and went out. So it never struck me what thev 
was looking for until I went home and saw where Mr. 
Underwood had testified in regards to this sign being on 
the doors. It just struck me then, that that was what 

9653 they were looking for. So a few days afterwards 
:he assistant superintendent came in and I said to 

him, “I see we got our names in the newspaper. Wheel 
Plant Boiler House;” and he said, “Yes,” he said, “do 
you know anything about that ?” 

I said, “Yes, sir, I do, I know all about it. I put it up.” 

So that was all that was said about that. 

Mr. Broun: Xo further questions, Mr. Examiner. 
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MrJ Shawe: Mr. Examiner, Board's counsel move at this 
time to strike all of the testimony given by this witness, ex¬ 
cept the testimony given with reference to the so-called 
sign; there has not been any connection shown between the 
testimony given by this witness about his difficulties of get¬ 
ting to work, and other testimony along that line, which 1 
objected to at the beginning of the examination. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner—I assume, Mr. Shawe—are 
you through ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I would like to hear from coun¬ 
sel on that. 

Mr, Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. We don't need 
the discussion in the record. 

Mr: Broun: Well, following the practice which I adopted 
1 some time ago, may I have an exception to the rul- 
1)654 ing, to it being off the record? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, if you want an ex¬ 
ception, go ahead. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I say, if you want an exception 
to the ruling, you may have it. T do not think that we need 
a discussion of the motion. What I want to hear, frankly, 
is just a little argument or discussion on the motion itself. 

Mr. Broun: Well. Mr. Examiner, then my reason for 
thinking that either the argument should be on the record, 
or that there should be an exception, is, it seems to me the 
record should show the reasons for my objection to Mr. 
Shawe's motion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, T can see that objection 
coming from counsel for the Board, but since you have the 
testimony in the record, T wonder what you need, more than 
the testimony itself? I mean, the testimony and the ex¬ 
ception. 

Mr. Broun: That is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all right. The record 
may show that an exception is noted for the respondents, 
i bv reason of mv direction that the discussion con- 
9655 corning the motion to strike certain of the testimonv 
of the witness be off the record. Off the record. 

(Thereupon a discussion was had off the record, after 
which the following proceedings were had:) 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. Motion to strike 
is denied. Cross examine. 

Cross Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Mr. Catliers, how long- have you been 
employed by the Bethlehem Steel Company / A. Well, I 
was employed in the mill before Bethlehem Steel Company 
took charge of it. I started to work in these mills in 1899, 
and I worked under Midvale—Cambria and Midvale, and 
now under Bethlehem. 

Q. Were you working continuously, or has your employ¬ 
ment been broken up? A. Xo, I have broken service a 
couple of times. 

Q. When did your last continuous employment begin? 
A. Well, I have got about fifteen or sixteen years, now, con¬ 
tinuous employment. 

Q. You have been working continuously since the Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company took over the Cambria Plant ? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, there is no warrant for that 
question. Ask him when it was taken over, or tell him when 
it was taken over, and then ask him the question. 

9656 Mr. Shawe: Well— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Better find out. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know when Bethlehem Steel 
Company took over the Cambria Plant? A. Xo, I couldn't 
recall the date. 

Q. Approximately? Have you been working since 1923? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Continuously? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Who is your foreman at the present? 
Who was your foreman during the month of June, Mr. 
Cathers? A. Well, my superintendent was Mr. Wilbur. 
Q. What is his first name? A. J. W.—Jerry Wilbur. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you say “Jerry”? 

The Witness: Yes, Jerry. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you have a foreman ? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Who is he? A. T. S. Rowland is my general foreman 
now. 

Q. T. S. Rowland? Who was your foreman during the 
month of June? 

Mr. Moore: May we have the name, how to spell it ? 

9657 Trial Examiner Bloom: How do you spell that 
last name? 
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The Witness: R-o-w-l-a-n-d. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawo) Who was your foreman during the 
month of June? A. I think Rowland was part of the time. 
I would not say for sure, because just about that time they 
changed foremen. 

Q. Who was the foreman before Mr. Rowland? A. Mr. 
Hoover. 

Q. Hoover? Do you know his first name? A. Charles. 

Q. Charles Hoover ? 

Mr. Broun: H-o-o-v-e-r ? 

The Witness: II-o-o-v-e-r. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Does Mr. Wilbur have an office? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Does Mr. Rowland have an office? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do they have an office in the Wheel Plant ? A. Xo, 
sir. 

Q. Where are their offices located ? A. Mr. Wilbur’s office 
is located in Gautier Works, and Mr. Rowland’s office is in 
the Franklin Plant. 

Q. Where is the Wheel Plant located, with refer- 
9658 ' ence to the Franklin Plant ? A. Just east of the 
Franklin Plant. The plant, Franklin Plant, is west 
of Franklin Boro, and the Wheel Plant is east of Franklin 
Boro. The borough lies between the two plants. 

Q. What shift do you work on? 

Mr. Broun: When, Mr. Sliawe? 

The Witness: Three— 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Xow? 

Q. (By Mr. Shave) What shift did you work on during 
the month of June, 1937? A. Well, I worked three—we 
worked three shifts: 7 to 3, and 3 to 11, and 11 to 7. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, I think the question was, 
Mr. Gathers, what shift do you work on? Xot what shift 
did the plant work. 

Mr. Broun: Well, Mr. Examiner, it might be that he 
worked on all of those shifts. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if you did, tell us. 

The Witness: We change every week. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: During that month you worked 
on all three of the shifts, is that right? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see. Thank von. 

•» 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Whom do you take your orders 
9650 from, Mr. Cathers? 

Mr. Broun: I object, Mr. Examiner. What or¬ 
ders? In respect to what? The question is too indefinite. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Well, I take my orders from Mr. Rowland, 
now. He is the man that gives the orders now. The super¬ 
intendent—he is now superintendent. 

9660 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you take your orders from 
Mr. Rowland during the month of August, 1937? 

Mr. Broun: I object to the question, on the same grounds 
as previously stated. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling. Go ahead. 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you take orders from Mr. Wil¬ 
bur during the month of August, 1937? A. Mr. Wilbur 
never gives me any orders. He is the superintendent, and 
if he has got anything to say to me, why, it conies through 
the lower foreman. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: “Lower foreman.” 

The Witness: Through Mr. Rowland. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I think there may be a con¬ 
fusion here. Mr. Shawe has stated he was talking about 
Mr. Wilmer. 

Mr. Shawe: Wilbur. 

Mr. Broun: I believe that the record said the superin¬ 
tendent's name was Wilbur. 

Mr. Shawe: I said “Wilbur.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I got that “Wilbur.” What is 
that ? 

Mr. Broun: I misunderstood you,—I wanted it ex¬ 
act. 

9661 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) That is right. A. W-i-l-b-u-r. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: “b-u-r.” Thank vou. 

The Witness: J. W., I think, is the initials. They call 
him “Jerry” up in the mill. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you see Mr. Rowland every day 
that you work? A. Xo, sir, not every day. He is in the 
neighborhood of half a mile away from me, and as long as 
everything is going all right in our plant, why, he don't 
visit it very often. 

Q. About how often. A. A few times a week. 
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Q. Does Mr. Wilbur ever visit the place ’ A. Once in a 
while lie comes up, walks through the plant, and leaves. 

Q. Come up through the plant once a day, do you think.’ 
A. Xo, no, Mr. Wilbur doesn’t; the superintendent. He 
doesn’t come up around there once a day. I couldn’t say 
exactly how often he dees come, because I only work day¬ 
light every third week, and he might be up there through 
the day, that I would not know anything about it. 

Q. Are there any other foremen that work in your divi¬ 
sion ? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. I 
9662 don’t know as it has been shown what Mr. Shave 
1 means by “working in your division.’’ He has not 
testified to a division. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I mean, in the same vicinity where 
you work. 

Mr. Broun: It has not been shown where he was work¬ 
ing, or the vicinity where he works. 

Mr. Shawe: I asked— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xow, where do you work? 

The Witness: I work at the Steam Station, Xo. 19; 
Wheel Plant boiler house. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you work there last August ? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

Q. '(By Mr. Shawe) Is that wheel station, boiler house? 
A. Well, it belongs to the Steam Department, but it is in 
the Wheel Plant. You see, the Steam Department takes 
care of all boiler houses. They are all in our department. 
But it is located in the Wheel Plant, see ? 

Q. How large an area does a Wheel Plant cover? A. 
How large an area ? 

Q. Yes. 

9663' Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that as 
1 immaterial. It does not show whether he is speak¬ 
ing about the Bethlehem Wheel Plant or somebody else’s 
Wheel Plant. 

Mr. Shawe: Xow, Mr. Examiner, I think that objection 
is the most absurd objection I have ever heard. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Shawe’s question is entirely absurd, 
because he says, “a wheel plant.” 
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Mr. Shawe: I am talking about a wheel plant—certainly, 
I am not talking about a wheel plant over in Weirton, or 
over in Youngstown. 

Mr. Broun: If you are talking about Bethlehem Wheel 
Plant, you should say so. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well— 

Mr. Shawe: I think it is absolutely ridiculous to have 

* 

to refer to Bethlehem in every question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How large an area does the Wheel 
Plant at Bethlehem Steel Company, where you work, cover? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You work at the Bethlehem 
Steel? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, on the 
ground it is immaterial. 

The Witness: I couldn’t tell vou how much of an 

9664 area. I will have to get a surveyor, and go up and 
survey it off, and see how much of an area. I don't 

know, I couldn’t tell you offhand. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, approximately? Approxi¬ 
mately ? 

Mr. Broun: Objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) For instance, how many lengths of 
this room does the Wheel Plant cover ? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that is so immaterial, so per¬ 
fectly ridiculous, to use Mr. Shawe’s expression— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, we measured the street 
car, let's go ahead and measure the Wheel Plant. 

Mr. Broun: Well, Mr. Examiner, we did not measure a 
street car, I think. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, the distance of a street car 
from one place to another place. I don’t know. Go ahead. 

Mr. Shawe: I thought that was absolutely immaterial, 
too, Mr. Examiner, but I made no objection to it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: While you gentlemen are ex¬ 
pressing your ideas about each other so nicely, let’s go 
ahead with the case, then. What is the question please? 

The Witness: Well, I couldn't say. I suppose it covers 
in the neighborhood of three acres of ground, taking the 
whole plant in. I couldn’t say exactly because cer- 

9665 tain things don't concern me and I don't— 
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Qj (By Mr. Shawe) Now with reference to this sign 
that you say you posted on the back of a door. A. Yes, 
sir. 

QJ Was it a room, where you posted it, or— A. Xo, it 
is just a boiler house. We don’t have no room in the boiler 
house. 

Qj What is in the boiler house? A. Boiler room? We 
have* got boilers in there, pumps, and that is about all we 
have in there. And there is two doors to the boiler, front 
and 'back, to the boiler house, so it was hanging up on the 
front boiler house door. 

Q. How large a room is it ? A. Well, I guess I will have 
to measure it again. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object. 

The Witness: I don't know exactly. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) But you say it was as large as this 
room ? A. Yes, it is larger. 

Q. Would you say that it was twice as large as this 
room? A. Xo, I don't believe I would. I suppose it is 
about once and a half as large as this. 

Q. How many people work in the boiler room? A. 

9666 Well, there is five of us working there at the present 
time. 

Q. Does Mr. Rowland have supervision over that boiler 
room ? A. Yes, sir, he is the general foreman. 

Q. How many men were working in that boiler room 
on \ L our shift in the month of August, 1937? A. Well, I 
think there was about six of us. I would not say for sure. 
Xo,'I don't believe there was. About three of us. Three 
of us in August. 

Q. On each shift? A. Xo. 

Q. How many men were working on your shift during 
the month of August ? A. Well, we had—I think it was in 
July they cut the force down. We had six men up in there 
until sometime in July, and then they cut the force in half. 

Q. Well, six men on one shift? A. Xo. 

Q. Well, on three shifts? A. Two men on a shift. 

Q. Two men on a shift? A. They remodelled the fur¬ 
nace up there, put new burners on it and cut the steam pres- 
i sure down until it only took about half the steam 

9667 that it used to, so they reduced the force. 
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Q. When did they remodel it ? A. Well, sometime the 
last summer. I couldn't say just exactly when they did. 
It was sometime after the strike. 

Q. Do you think it was sometime around August? A. No, 
I think it was before that. Around in July sometime, they 
remodelled their furnace. 

Q. Before you went on your vacation, or after you came— 
A. Before, yes. 

Q. Before you went away? A. Before. 

Q. Did you ever have any conversation with Mr. Wil¬ 
bur? A. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. It is too 
broad a question. The man is superintendent, a man can 
always have conversation with him. When, and about 
what? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, first, let’s find out if he 
ever talked to him. He said “yes." Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Does your work take you out of 
your boiler room? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. You do all of your work in the boiler room? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. If Mr. Rowland has any instructions to give 
9668 you, does he ever come into the boiler room to find 
you? A. He either comes there or calls me on the 
telephone. 

Q. Does he ever come into the boiler room to give you 
instructions? A. Oh, yes. 

Q. Does Mr. Wilbur ever come into the boiler room? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. And was that true during the month of August, 1937? 
A. How is that? 

Q. And was that true, that during the month of August, 
1937, if Mr. Rowland wanted to give you instructions, he 
had to come into the boiler room? 

Mr. Broun: 1 object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) And was it true during the month 
of August, 1937, that if Mr. Rowland wanted to give you 
instructions in person, did he have to come into the boiler 
room to give them to you? 
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Mr. Broun: I think, Mr. Examiner, it assumes a state 
of facts not in evidence; hypothetical question; it also calls 
for a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase it. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Did you see Mr. Rowland during 
the month of August, 1937 ? 

' Mr. Broun: Object to that as immaterial. 

9669 Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Did you see ill*. Rowland in the 
boiler room during the month of August, 1937? A. Sure. 

Q. Did you have a conversation with him in the boiler 
room during the month of August, 1937? A. Well more 
than likely I did, because we generally have a conversation 
every time he comes around, and he didn’t stay away a 
month or two at a time. He is generally up there three 
or four times a week, anyhow. Outside of telephone com¬ 
munications. If the foreman comes in to see you, you 
would not hardly run away from him, and not speak to 
him: We talk to each other now and getting along very 

nicelv. Lots of harmonv. 

• * 

Q. Did you ever have any conversation with Mr. Rowland 
about the sign you had posted on the door? A. No, sir, 
Mr. Rowland never asked me about the sign. 

Ql When did you go on your vacation? I wasn’t quite 
clear on that. A. Well, the way I figured it out here, that 
it was the 30th—the 30th of August, I started on a Monday. 

Q. August 30th ? A. Around the 30th of August. 

Q. When did you post this sign on the back of the 

9670 door? A. I couldn’t tell vou what dav it was. It was 

• • 

' sometime during the month of August, to the best of 
my knowledge, but I couldn’t tell you exactly what day it 
was, because I didn't keep no track of it. I just hung it up 
and forgot about it. 

Qi Was it hanging there when you went on your vaca¬ 
tion? A. Yes, sir, it was before—to the best of my knowl¬ 
edge it was. 

Q. How long was it hanging there before you left for 
your vacation, have you any idea? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. He has 
answered the question, Mr. Examiner, saying he didn’t 
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know when he hung it up. He only knows that he hung it 
up sometime in the month of August. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) 'Would you say that it was the first 
part of August? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer. Go 
ahead. 

The Witness: It was sometime during August, but I 
couldn't tell you what time, because I just don’t recollect. 
That is all. Because I didn’t give it a thought. If I had 
thought it was going to cause any confusion or anything 
like that, I would have marked down the day and date, but 
I never gave it a thought, I just read it over and 

9671 hung it up, then, but didn’t pay any attention to it. 
It might have been gone two days or three days and 

I hadn’t knowed it, even working every day, because I 
didn’t pay that much attention to it, a thing like that hang¬ 
ing up there, you become accustomed to it, why, you don’t 
see it every time you walk around through the boiler house. 

Q. If there had been another sign and you had walked 
around, you didn’t pay much attention to it, you would not 
have noticed it either, would you? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. That is a 
hypothetical question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read it. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the question as above 
set forth.) 

Mr. Broun: Further, it assumes a state of facts not in 
evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. I think that 
follows up one of his questions on direct. Go ahead. 

The Witness: If there had been any new signs or any 
bulletins posted on the door, I will assure you I would have 
saw them as soon as I landed there, on going to work. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you think that anyone 

9672 else would have seen them too ? A. More than likely. 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now let’s get back to this sign. 
Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How large a door was it on? A. 
Oh, something about two foot wider than that door (indi- 
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eating), and I suppose as high. About a six-foot wide door, 
I guess. 

Q. How high do you think that door is? A. About six 
foot six: six foot three. 

Q. The door—had you finished? Did you tack this sign 
on, or was it pasted on ? A. Well, I think it was just hung 
up, on a nail, because they was already in the door from 
other bulletins that had been up there. 

Qi. And what kind of other bulletins are hung up there? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. That is im¬ 
material. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, let him answer. 

The Witness: Well, different notices in regards to our 
work, and so forth: different rules adopted, why, of course 
they took them up—of course they tack them up on the bul¬ 
letin boards so everybody can see them, and knows what 
they are doing. 

9673 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Was that a bulletin board you 
hung it on. > A. Well, we counted the bulletin board. 

It is just back of the boiler house door. 

Q. Did you ever see any—had you finished? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you ever see any minutes of Employees* Repre¬ 
sentation Plan posted on the back of the door? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. It is beyond 
the scope of the direct examination; incompetent, irrelevant 
and immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, there is no showing that 
this man knows that there was any such thing. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know what minutes of the 
Employees’ Representation Plan are? 

Mr. Broun: Object to that, Mr. Examiner. Beyond the 
scope of the direct examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Yes, I have saw them, many a time. 

Q- (By Mr. Shawe) Where have you seen them? 

Mr. Broun: Object again, Mr. Examiner. May I have a 
general objection to all this line of questions—questions 
along this line, on the ground that the Board has already 
closed its case, cannot make this witness its own and therebv 
reopen this case: incompetent, irrelevant and immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The record may so show. 

9674 Go ahead. 
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Mr. Shawe: I think there is a pending question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The 'Witness: Oh, different points through the mill, dif¬ 
ferent offices and so on, where they used to post them, gen¬ 
erally around the election—where they held the elections. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Had you ever seen any posted on the 
back of a door, where you posted this sign/ A. Xo, sir, we 
didn't hold elections out there, in our department. 

Q. Does the door to the boiler room ordinarily remain 
closed or open/ A. Well, it is just like any other door, if 
it ;s too cold in there, we close it, and when it is too warm 
we open it. The same as the door in your house. 

Q. Is it locked at night/ A. Xo, sir, it is never locked. 

Q. Xover locked? A. Didn't even lock it when the rebels 
was around; we never kept it locked. We wasn’t afraid. 
Couldn't lock them if we wanted to; there is nothing on 
them to lock them. You push them shut, push them open. 

If we get overheated, we open them. 

1)675 Q. You say the sign was hanging there when you 
left for your vacation, is that right/ A. To the best 
of my knowledge, it was. 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. It has been 
covered on cross. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you say that sign you posted was 
from the Tribune or the Democrat? A. The Tribune, that 
is from the Tribune there, isn't it/ 

Q. Xo, this is from the Democrat. A. To the best of my 
knowledge, it was from the Tribune, the one I posted. 

Q. Then you didn't post one like Board's Exhibit 48-A, 
did you ? 

Mr. Broun: Object, Mr. Examiner. Counsel for the 
Board knows perfectly well the two advertisements— 

The Witness: That is the one I posted. If you open it 
u]), I think I could see exactly. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I just want the record to be straight 
on that. A. Yes, “The man has the constitutional right to 
strike, and also the man has the constitutional right to 
work.” That is the very one I posted. 

Mr. Broun: You mean, of course, that that is an ad- 
51676 vertisement like the one you posted ? 
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Mr. Shawe: Now, just a minute, you will have your 
chance. 

The Witness: Yes, that is the same—the same kind of an 
advertisement. I don't mean I posted that one up. One 
like it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever vote under the Plan of 
Employees Representation? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Broun: 1 object to that as immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why, it is understood that you 
are objecting. 

Mr. Broun: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) IIow many times have you voted? A. 
1 couldn't tell you that. 

Q. Have you voted every year that they had an election ? 
A. 1 believe they—I believe I did to the best of my knowl¬ 
edge. i would not say exactly, but I believe I did. 

Q. Have you ever been a representative under the Plan? 
A. Xo, sir, I haven't. 

Q. How long has the Plan of Employees’ Representation 
been in effect, if vou know ? 

Mr. Broun: Object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: At this time we will take a short 
recess. 

(Whereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

HG77 Trial Examiner Bloom: Proceed. 

Mr. Shawe: What was the last question? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as follows: 

“Q. How long has the Plan of Employees’ Representa¬ 
tion been in effect, if you know?”) 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that question is improper, 
because it calls for a legal conclusion and it is not clear, 
as far as 1 know, that the witness understands what Mr. 
Shawe is talking about. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know what the Plan of Em¬ 
ployees' Representation is, Mr. fathers? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that is equally 
objectionable as calling for a legal conclusion. 
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Triai Examiner Bloom: You mean the booklet? 

Mr. Shawe: lie lias heard of the Plan, now I would like 
to know if he knows what it is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

The Witness: Well, it. is a plan to take up the employees 
that have a grievance and can't settle it through the fore¬ 
men and superintendents, why, they take it up with your 
committee man and he fights your case for you, as near as 

I can tell vou. 

% 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) When was the first time you heard 
of the Plan ? 

9078 Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, as im¬ 
material. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Well, I couldn't tell you exactly, you know 
we don't keep track of that stuff, a common working man 
don't keep track of them things, but probably it is in the 
neighborhood of 15 years, maybe better than that, since I 
first heard of it, maybe *20 years. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Have you ever been told or requested 
to attend a meeting held under the Plan of Employees’ Rep¬ 
resentation ! 


Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that question be¬ 
cause it does not show what plan Mr. Shawe is talking 
about. This man has shown that he worked in this plant 
since 1889, I believe. 

Mr. Shawe: I mean since 1889. Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Broun: Then the question is ambiguous because we 
don't know what plan he referred to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He said 15 years or so, so the 
answer would be automatically limited by that period. 

Mr. Broun: He didn’t say that, he said fifteen or twenty 
years ago, perhaps. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 thought he said fifteen. 
9679 Mr. Broun: He said fifteen. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I meant to say fifteen. 

Mr. Broun: If the answer is limited to that period, the 
question is ambiguous, it does not show what plan Mr. 
Shawe is referring to, it might have been the plan while 
Bethlehem had a plan, or it might have been some other 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Head that question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, you had better rephrase 
that question to meet Mr. Broun's objection. 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) From the time you first heard of the 
Plan, fifteen or twenty years ago, and up until the present 
time, have you ever attended— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the question is equally ob¬ 
jectionable. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, it is the same question, the 
point is obvious, Mr. Shawe, that Bethlehem did not take 
over tliis plant possibly twenty years ago, it had no connec¬ 
tion with it at that time. I think in fact the record shows 
when Bethlehem did take it over. Is that the point of your 
objection. Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, as you say, the record 
9680 shows that Bethlehem took over the plant around 
1923, I have forgotten the exact date. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think it is 1923. 

Mr. Broun: It might well be that there was a Plan of 
Employees' Representation or a plan of some sort that 
was known as a plan in Midvale or Cambria or some other, 
there may have been two or three. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, limit your question— 

Mr. Broun: Xow, this man— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, since the year 1923, and up 
until the present time, have you ever attended any meeting 
under the Plan of Employees' Representation? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that question be¬ 
cause it has been covered on cross-examination. The wit¬ 
ness has testified that he never was an employees’ repre¬ 
sentative, therefore it assumes a state of facts not in evi¬ 
dence as to this witness because it hasn’t been shown that 
there were any meetings under the Plan that any one but 
employees’ representatives go to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He mav answer. 

The Witness: Xo, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Are you a member of the Plan of 
Employees’ Representation? 
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Mr. Broun: I object to that Mr. Examiner, what does 
counsel for the Board mean? 

9681 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Are you eligible to vote un¬ 
der the Plan? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Wliv are you eligible to vote under the Plan, will you 
tell us, please? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it calls for a 
conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Well, I am eligible to vote under the Plan 
because any employee of Bethlehem Steel Company, I sup¬ 
pose, that wants to vote can vote, or if he don’t want to 
vote, he don’t need to vote. Xobody ever asked me to vote, 
nor never told me not to vote, so I used my own judgment. 

It is Election Day and I am coming off of duty, and I gen¬ 
erally vote, or when I am going on duty. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Where do you usually vote on Elec¬ 
tion Day? A. Well, usually around the foreman’s office, we 
have booths set up the same as any other election. You go 
in a booth and mark your ballot privately, nobody knows 
anything about it, bring it out and stick it in a log box the 
same as you do in a general election outside of the plant. 

Q. And every time that you have voted under the 

9682 Plan, you have always voted in the mills, is that cor¬ 
rect ? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it assumes 
a state of facts not in evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Ask him if he does. 

Mr. Broun: It seems to me, Mr. Examiner, if I may say 
so, that since this witness is now Mr. Shawe’s witness on 
this line, that he should be barred from further questions 
on that line for having asked a leading question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Have you always voted in the plant? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Certainly I have always voted in the plant. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Why do you say certainly? 

The Witness: Well, what would you do, go outside of the 
plant to vote? That wouldn’t look reasonable, would it? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Why not? A. Go out somewhere in 
town and hold an election for us people over in the mills, it 
looks more reasonable to me that you would hold an elec- 
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tion where the men was, or where they was working. 
9683 We have always held our elections in the mill, or in 
the office, or somewhere, some suitable place since I 
have been voting, some suitable place in some office some¬ 
where. 

Q. Whose office? 

Mr.iBroun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it is imma¬ 
terial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer, go ahead. 

The Witness: Well, generally, the foreman’s office, they 

are about the only people that has offices around the mills, 

that is the foreman, and a few clerks with him, so we gen- 

erallv voted in some foreman's office. 

% 

Q. Do you ever vote during working hours? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, 'Sir. Examiner, the question 
lias been answered on cross-examination and the witness 
lias said that he always voted when he voted either before 
he went to work or when he came off turn. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I know he didn't say that. 

Mr. Broun: That is what I understood him to say. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: That is what I said, I always vote either 
when I go to work or when I come off duty, when I vote, be¬ 
cause! my work, I could not leave my work to go and vote, 
so I vote coming off or going on duty. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) During any election or nomi- 
96S4 nation under the Plan of Employees’ Representation, 
i did any one ever come around to you while you were 
on your job and ask you to vote? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Did you ever vote— 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, that is covered— 

Mr; Shawe: Just a minute, let me finish my question. 

Mr. Broun: Well, you stopped, Mr. Shawe, I thought you 
had. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did any one ever come around at 
your place of work with a ballot box and with ballots? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, the witness 
has testified he always voted in a booth, put his ballot in a 
locked box, a set place. 

Mr. Shawe: That is a different question. 

Mr. Broun: It has been covered. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, tell us. 
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The Witness: Well, I have, on a nomination, I have 
voted outside and put my ballot in a box, but the box was 
locked, but never on an election. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) What do you mean by that state¬ 
ment, I mean, tell us exactly what you do on nominations 
when you voted outside? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it assumes 
a state of facts not in evidence, the witness has testified 
that he had on a nomination and now Mr. Shawe says, 

9685 “Tell us what you do on nominations.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the previous an¬ 
swer, will you please? 

(The reporter repeated the previous answer as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Shawe: I will strike the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) On the nomination that you just re¬ 
ferred to, tell us where you were when you voted and who 
asked you to vote, if any one did ask you to vote, and just 
what you did. A. Well, that would be a pretty hard ques¬ 
tion to ask you, who voted, you know I don’t know every¬ 
body in them mills, somebody coming around there out of 
your department, I don’t know everybody in my depart¬ 
ment, some man come there, I couldn't tell you who he was, 
and he says, “George, we want to nominate a candidate," 
and I will take the ballot, and I did one time, there was only 
one time that I ever remember of, I took the ballot and 
went and marked it and put it in the box. 

Q. While you were on your job? A. While I was on duty. 

Q. During working hours? A. Yes, sir, one time that I 
remember of and that was several years ago. 

Q. Who is your representative? 

9686 Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, unless 
the question is made clear, representative with re¬ 
spect to what? 

Mr. Shawe: Employees’ representative. 

The Witness: Mr. Sharp. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Sharp? A. Sharp. 

Q. How do you spell that? A. S-h-a-r-p, I guess. 

Q. What’s his first name? A. William. 

Q. I believe that you told us some one came in to the 
boiler room and looked behind the door after Mr. Under- 
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wood testified, who was that person? A. Well, that was the 
Wheel Plant superintendent and the general foreman. 

Q. What were their names? A. P. J. Scott and John 
Keelan. 

Mr. Broun: How do you spell the last name, Mr. Gathers? 
The Witness: K-e-e-l-a-n. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How do you know what they were 
looking for? A. I didn’t know what they was looking for, 
I was wondering myself. 

9687 Q. Did you ask them? A. I asked the superinten¬ 
dent if he was going to put new doors on the boiler 

house.: He laughed at me and went on out. So the next 
day I saw in the paper where Mr. Underwood had testified 
to this sign hanging on the door and then it come to me what 
they were looking for. 

Q. That was after you came back from your vacation? 
Mr. Broun: I think he has testified to that on cross-ex¬ 
amination, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Yes, that was after I came back off my 
vacation because somebody had taken it off the door before 
I come back off my vacation, at least, it wasn’t there when 
I came back. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I show you Board's Exhibit 17 in 
evidence, and ask you to tell me if you have ever seen that 
before? 

(Board’s Exhibit 17 was passed to the witness.) 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Shawe, I don't believe you mean quite 
that. 

Mr. Shawe: A copy of Board’s Exhibit 17. Thank you. 
The Witness: Well, there might have been somewhere, 
but to the best of my knowledge I never saw any of them, 
they might have been around the plant here, but I don’t 
remember seeing any, not around my workshop any- 

9688 how, I know there was none. 

Mr. Shawe: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: Just a minute, please, sir. No, Mr. Exami¬ 
ner, no further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No further questions? 

Mr. Broun: No. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, that’s all. 

Mr. Shawe: Thank vou verv much. 

* » 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all. 

(Witness excused.) 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, I have not another witness 
for the afternoon, I was a little bit disappointed, and if you 
will excuse me I will try to be ready tomorrow morning. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I understand your witness was 
detained by illness? 

Mr. Moore: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tomorrow morning at 9:30. 

(Thereupon, at 4:25 p. m., February 18, 1938, the hearing 
was adjourned to 9:30 o’clock a. m., February 19, 1938.) 


9693 “Caption in Board Case designated as No. C-170”. 

R-177 

Banquet Room, Hendler Hotel, Johnstown, Pennsylvania. 
Saturday, February 19. 1938. 

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing pursuant 
to adjournment, at 9:30 o’clock a. m. 

Before: 

Frank Bloom, Trial Examiner. 

Appearances: 

Martin I. Rose, Esq., and Earle K. Shawe, Esq., (Wash¬ 
ington, D. C.), Attorneys on behalf of the National 
Labor Relations Board. 

Hoyt A. Moore, Esq., E. Fontaine Broun, Esq., and 
Eugene E. Ford, Esq., (of the firm of Cravath, de 
Gersdorff, Swaine & Wood), 15 Board Street, New 
York, N. Y., Attorneys on behalf of the Respondents. 

9694 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come 
to order. 

Counsel will recall at the time Board Exhibits 47-A and 
48-A were received in evidence, it was agreed that addi¬ 
tional copies of both exhibits would be received, or would 
be procured, rather, and inserted in evidence in lieu of 
Board Exhibit's 47-A and 48-A in order that Board’s Ex¬ 
hibits for Identification 47 and 48 could be kept intact. 
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I have procured additional copies of 47-A and 48-A with 
the very minor exception, or change, that the ads. appear 
in the Johnstown Tribune rather than in the Johnstown 
Democrat. 

Thus 47-A in evidence now is of Wednesday morning, 
June 16th in the Johnstown Democrat and the copy that I 
have procured of the advertisement appears in the Johns¬ 
town Tribune of Wednesday evening, June 16th. 

Likewise, 4S-A appeared in the Johnstown Democrat of 
Thursday morning, June 17th, and the copy that I have 
is in the Johnstown Tribune. 

With those minor changes, the advertisements are iden¬ 
tical and unless there is objection from counsel, substitu¬ 
tion will be made at this time. 

Is there any objection, Mr. Moore? 

9695 Mr. Moore: Xo, that is quite all right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Board’s counsel? 

Mr. Rose: Xo. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Board’s Exhibits 47 and 48 are 
thus kept in their original form. 

Will you call your witness, Mr. Ford? 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Hoover. 

James Hoover a witness called by and on behalf of the 
Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What is your full name, Mr. Hoover? 
A. James Hoover. 

Q. What is your home address ? A. 316-VL» Haynes Street. 

Q. Johnstown? A. Johnstown. 

Mri Rose: What was that street again? 

The Witness: Sir? 

Mr. Rose: What was the street? 

The Witness: 216-VL* Haynes Street. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What is your occupation? A. Heater 
in 134 Inch Plate Mill, Franklin. 

Q. You are employed by— A. Bethlehem Steel. 

9696 i Q. And that is part of the Cambria Plant, is it? A. 

Yes, Franklin Division. 
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Q. Could you tell us what product is made in the plate 
mill? A. Plates, different size, mostly any kind of a plate 
up to 125 inches wide, different lengths, go as high as 
around 700 inches long. 

Q. Well, what thickness are the plates that are made 
there, Mr. Hoover? A. Anything from 3 Kith, 2-VL' inches, 
3 inches. 

Q. 3/16ths of an inch? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know what the plate that is made there is used 
for? A. Structural work, bridges, battleships, most any 
kind of structural work that they use in a plate. 

Q. Now, you say that you were a heater? A. Yes. 

Q. Will you tell us what your duties are ? A. Well, we 
charge steam furnaces there and we heat it through about 
from 23 to 2450 degrees, that is, in order to get it hot 
enough for good rolling practice. 

Q. What do you call the steel before it is rolled in the 
Plate Mill ? A. We get it from the Slab Mill, it comes down 
in the shape of a slab. 

0607 Q. And are the slabs hot or cold when they come 
from the Slab Mill? A. Coming direct from the 
Slab Mill they are hot, yes. 

Q. Do they always come direct from the Slab Mill? A. 
Sir? 

Q. Do they always come directly from the Slab Mill? A. 

Everything that we get is rolled at the Slab Mill. 

Q. I mean are all the slabs hot when you get them? A. 

Oh, yes, if there isn't any delay somewhere, charged right 

in as tliev come down. 

% 

Q. Well, could you tell us just what you do in connection 
with the operation that is carried on at the Plate Mill? A. 
I heat it, give orders when to take it out, give orders how to 
charge, where I want it, to the best advantage of the mill. 

Q. Well how is the steel, or how are the slabs, put into 
the furnaces in the Plate Mill ? A. Charging crane. 

Q. And how are they taken out of the furnaces in the 
Plate Mill ? A. With a charging crane. 

Q. And what is done with them after they are taken out 
of the furnace? A. They are taken up to what we call the 
hot run, from there they are delivered on down on the 
9698 rolls. 
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Q. Xow are these furnaces open or closed ? A. Closed. 

( t >. Well, there are doors on them, are there? A. Sir? 

( t >. There are doors that open on the furnaces? A. The 
doors will open, yes, hut they are always closed only when 
we are drawing and charging. 

QJCouid you tell us how the doors are operated? A. 
Klect rically. 

Q.iWho controls the opening and shutting of the furnace 
doors? A. The heater or the helper. 

Q. ])o you know George Fetzko? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long have you known him? A. About twelve 
vears. 

( L ). What was his occupation prior to the strike last June? 
A. Charging craneman. 

(J. Where? A. Plate Mill. 

( t ). Did lie operate one of these charging cranes— A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. —that vou have alreadv referred to? A. 
9099 Yes, sir. 

C>. Do you remember the day that the strike 
startled? A. June 11th. 11 o'clock at night. 

Q. Were you working that day? A. Worked that night. 

(J. I)id you work the following day, June 12th? A. I did. 

(<). How did you get to work that day, that is Saturday, 
June 12th? A. Street car. 

Q. What gate did you use? A. The lower gate, I think 
it is called the Time Office Gate. 

( t >. Well, will you tell us what happened when you arrived 
at the Time Office Gate that day? A. I got off the ear, 
there were, about, I would say, between eight and ten or 
twelve pickets. As I got off the car one man said to me, 
at least I thought he was refei ring to me, he said, “You 
are a God damn son-of-a-bitch of a scab." 

He said, “Your son is a scab." 

1 stopped for a second and looked at him and he said, 
“You will have to take it. Buddy, whether you like it or 
not." 

I said, “Yes, why you yellow-bellied — 99 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a minute, what was 
9700 the name of this man? 

The Witness: Sir? 
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(j. (By Mr. Ford) Do you know the name of the man, 
Mr. Hoover’ 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do von know the name of the 
man ? 

The Witness: Do I know the name of the man? 

( t ). (By Mr. Ford) That you spoke to? A. Xo, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was George Fetzko in the 
crowd ? 

The Witness: I didn't see him. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Ford: It seems to me— 

Mr. Rose: It is irrelevant. 

Mi-. Ford: It seems to me it has a bearing on this man's 
frame of mind. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Show the act first and what 
made the frame of mind afterwards. I mean, this way you 
will do what Mr. Broun did yesterday, we will have a lot 
of testimony about a frame of mind that may be entirely 
unconnected with what Mr. Fetzko did. Now when I made 
the ruling eliminating the violence testimony I made an 
exception, but this did not come within the exception. 

I will grant the motion to strike. 

9701 Mr. Ford: Well now, just a minute, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, as I remember your ruling it expressly ex¬ 
cluded the so-called discrimination cases. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That's right. 

Mr. Ford: I intend to have this witness testifv about 
facts connected with the so-called discrimination case in¬ 
volving George Fetzko. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But this man just said that Mr. 
Fetzko was not in this crowd, now what other people may 
have done can't affect Mr. Fetzko. 

Mr. Ford: Well, it is our contention that this man's ex¬ 
periences during the strike generally account for the atti¬ 
tude that he later showed to men that were very active in 
the strike. We are certainly entitled to show what the 
facts are. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you want to show that Mr. 
Fetzko did certain acts, and as a result of those things this 
man took a certain attitude toward Mr. Fetzko that is one 
thing. 
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Mr. Ford: That isn't our contention. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is not your contention? 
Mr. Ford: That this man's attitude toward Mr. Fetzko 
resulted from something; lu* saw Mr. Fetzko do. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then I don't think the testi¬ 
mony is particularly relevant. 

9702 Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well now, Mr. Hoover, do you 
remember the day that George Fetzko came back to 
work? A. Yes: July 14th. 

Q. 1 Prior to that time, had you heard or participated in 

anv conversations among the men in the Plate Mill about 
• * 

him ? A. Yes. 

Q. Well, can you tell us what was said in those conversa¬ 
tions ? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to as immaterial, irrelevant. 
Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, this is very much the same 
>ilnation as existed in the case of the Board's witness Kink- 
ade. These men discussed Fetzko among themselves, as T 
understand it, and reached certain conclusions. We are 
entitled to show what they are. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Reporter, will you read the previous 
question, please? 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the pending question 
as above set forth.) 

The Witness: Yes. The men decided that Fetzko wasn't 
a lit man to work with. 

Mr. Rose: Well, we haven't had what was said. I move 
to strike, Mr. Examiner. 

9702 (<). (By Mr. Ford) Tell us— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That may be stricken. 
Tell us what was said and who said it. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Tell us what was said. A. The day 
before lie came in, we presumed that he was over to inquire 
about work. 

Mr. Rose: 1 object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, tell us— 

The Witness: Sir? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us as best you can— 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Was there any talk? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom : —what was said and who said it. 
The Witness: It happens Mr. Grazier came to me and 
said, “Fetzko is going to come hack to work. Are we going 
to work with that dirty son-of-a-bitch ?" 

George Hoffman said to me, “To hell with him, we will 
not work with him/’ 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, when did this conversation 
take place? A. That happened the evening before he came 
out. 

Q. That is July 13th. as you recall it? A. Yes, and before 
that, the men talked it over. 

Q. Well now, what was said before that day? A. Well, lie 
was—we believed that he was very active in the 

9704 picket lines. 

Q. Yes? A. And rather than being beneficial to 
us, he would be detrimental. 

Mr. Rose: Well, is that what was said, Mr. Examiner? 
Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, what was said? Is that what 
was said? A. Sir? 

Q. Is that what was said? A. That is what I think. 

Q. Well now, tell us what was said. 

Mr. Rose: Well, 1 move to strike what this man thinks. 
Mr. Ford: That is certainly— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That may be stricken. Tell us 
what was said. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Tell us what was said, Mr. Hoover. 
A. Well, they decided they would not work with him. They 
just cursed about it, said, “To hell with him, he is a dirty 
son-of-a-bitch/' and they talked—I have talked to five of 
the heater—live of the helpers and six of the heaters and 
numerous other men there. I can name them. 

Q. Will vou irive us some of the names? A. Geo rue Ho IT- 
man, Edward Grazier, Russell Bell, Peter Troch and Steve 
Mattigan. Louis Cowan, Samuel Struppe, Larry Shannon, 
Tommy Smith. 

9705 Mr. Ford: Mr. Reporter, perhaps if you will call 
off the names to the witness, he could spell them for 

you, at least some of them. 

(The witness spelled the last list of names to the re¬ 
porter.) 



4862 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LA BOB BEL. BOABD. 


Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you see Fetzko on the day be¬ 
fore lie reported out for work, Mr. Hoover/ A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where did you see him/ A. Homing; through the fur¬ 
nace house. That is. at the upper end of the building where 
the furnaces are. 

Q. Did you have a conversation with any of the men/ A. 
I wasn't close enough to hear any conversation. 1 saw him 
pass Mr. Grazier. 

Q. What happened then/ A. I saw Mr. Grazier turn 
around and—(indicating)—make a motion like that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford, indicate that for the 
record, will you, please/ 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, can you describe for the record 
what the motion was, that Mr. Grazier made/ A. Just 
something like that (indicating). 

Q. In other words, he thumbed his nose at Fetzko/ A. 
That is what I took it to be. 

Q. And threw his hand outward, is that right/ A. 

9706 Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Threw his left hand out 
in a direction at right angles from his body, I would say. 

The Witness: Gould 1 describe it/ Standing the way 
he was standing— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: Mr. Grazier was standing at the furnace: 
Fetzko came along this way, 1 don't know what lie said, I 
wasn't close enough. 1 saw Mr. Fetzko go this way (indi¬ 
cating). 

Q. Fetzko passed right in front of him/ A. Sir/ 

(J. Fetzko passed right in front of Mr. Grazier, when he 
made this gesture, is that right/ A. Yes, sir. 

9707 Q. Did you have a conversation with Mr. Grazier 
that day about Fetzko/ A. He came down shortly 

after, to talk to me. 

Q. Tell us what was said. A. He said, “Jim, that dirty 
son-of-a-bitch is coming back to work. Are vou going to 
work with him / '’ 

Q. What did you say/ A. “Xo." 

Q. Was anything else said Z A. T said we would see what 
the other fellows had to say about it, and we would come up 
in the morning, if he was coming to work. I didn't know 
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for sure whether lie was coining or not until I saw him— 
until I saw the foreman going through, and I whistled at 
him—Mr. Ryan. I said, 44 Dcac, is Fetzko coming back to 
work ?” 

He said, 4 * Tomorrow morning." 

I says, 44 We are not going to work with him/’ 

He said, 4 ‘You will have to." 

I said, 44 We won't." 

He said, 44 1 can't do anythin"- about it." 

That was all that was said, that day. 

Q. That was all that was said bv you that day.* A. That 
was all that I said that day, yes, sir. 

(>. What turn were you working on that day.’ A. 
1 come out at throe o'clock that afternoon. Quit 
at eleven that night. 

Q. And did you speak to any other men about it. coming 
off the next morning? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you recall who you spoke to.’ A. Grazier was one, 
Russell Dell was one. Peter Troch was one. I just can't re¬ 
member any more. 

Q. Well now, at what time did you linish your turn that 
day? A. 1 finished the turn that day? 

Q. Yes. A. Fleven o'clock that night. 

Q. Where did you go after you linished your turn? A. 
Went home. 

Q. Now when did you come on to the Plate Mill again ? 
A. Next morning about 6:30. 

Q. Were you scheduled to work at 0:30 or 7 o'clock? A. 
Xo, sir; scheduled at three o’clock. 

Q. In the afternoon ? A. Yes. sir. 

Q. Now when you got out that morning, did you liud any¬ 
body else from your turn, that is, from the turn that was 
working three to eleven, that week? A. Yes, sir. 

9700 Q. Do you remember the names of any of those 
men? A. Some of them. Mr. Grazier, Harry Mer¬ 
ritt, Robert Kessler. A couple of more. I will get them in 
a second. Moses Reese. Karl Simmons. That is about all 
T can remember. 

Q. Where did you go when you arrived at the mill at 
6:30? A. We stayed down around the time clock. That is 
where they punch the cards in and out. 
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Q. How long did you stay there? A. Until about live 
minutes of seven. 

Q. Were you in a position to see or hear whether the 
Plate Mill was rolling steel at that time/ A. They were, 
up until about ten minutes to seven. 

Q. Where did you go after you left the vicinity of the 
time clock/ A. We started hack towards the furnace house. 
What I mean by that, back to the building where the fur¬ 
naces are. 

Q. Did you pass the mill itself? A. Yes, sir. 

( t ). That is the rollers at that time/ Was the mill rolling 
steel/ A. The mill wasn't rolling steel, but the engine was 
idling. 

9710 Q. Well now, who were the men that went with you 
i from the vicinity of the time clock up toward the fur¬ 
naces / A. Mr. Grazier. Moses Reese, Robert Kessler, 
Harry Merritt. Don Fulton. Karl Simmons. There were 
others but I don’t—I can't recall who thev were. 

Q. Xow when you got up near the furnaces, were there 
any other men there besides those to whom you have al¬ 
ready referred/ A. The’*e were quite a few. 

( t >. Could you estimate the number of men? A. 1 would 

sav about Ilia. 

• 

Q. Approximately how many men were employed on all 
three turns in the Plate Mill at that time/ A. About 240. 

( t >. And how many men were employed on each turn at 
that time/ A. About eighty. 

Q. Did you hear any whistle, after you got up there/ 
That iis up toward the furnaces/ A. Shortly after seven 
o'clock—did you say, did l hear any whistle/ 

(*>. Did you hear any whistles, yes/ A. Xo, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, what does that part of the 
answer mean, where he said, “Shortly after seven 

9711 o'clock" then? 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, what happened shortly 
after seven o’clock? A. Well that is when the majority of 
the men all got there. How I know that, 1 knew it was 
after seven o'clock because the eleven to seven crew were 
coming into the furnaces. 

Q. Well now, tell us what happened after that. A. After— 
shortly after seven o’clock/ 
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Q. Yes. A. Well, the mill wasn't rolling. Mr. Ryan came 
through and I walked up to him, and he said, 44 What is the 
matter/” I said, “Mr. Ryan, the men isn't going to work 
with Fetzko." And lie says, “Jim,'’ he said, “you will 
have to." “Well,” 1 said, “I told you last night that we 
would not.” 

1)712 He said, “There is not a damn thing that I can 
do about it,'’ he said, “you are causing us fellows 
a hell of a lot of trouble.” 

I don't remember just what I said, but I think I said I 
was sorry, but the men would not work with him. And 
he said. “I can't do a thing about it. I will have to go and 
see Mr. Marley, or somebody higher." 

Q. Who is Mr. Marley’ A. lie is the assistant superin¬ 
tendent. 

Q. What is his first name/ A. Harry. 

( c ). Assistant superintendent of what/ A. Franklin Open 
Hearths and Mills. 

Q. Well, now, this Mr. Ryan whom you refer to is the 

foreman that vou mentioned a little earlier in vour testi- 
• % 

mony, is it/ A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you see Fetzko/ A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was he doing/ A. When I saw him he was sit¬ 
ting down at the—well, 1 suppose it would be the last end 
of the mill, by Xo. 4 furnace. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford, place a time on that. 
You merely asked him whether he saw Fetzko, with- 
9713 out any— 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, when did you see Fetzko 
in this connection you just mentioned/ What time was 
that, then/ A. Just about seven o’clock. 

(*). Well, tell us what happened after Mr. Ryan men¬ 
tioned Mr. Marley's name/ A. He walked over towards 
the office. Shortly, then, Mr. Marley, Mr. Ryan and Mr. 
Dottling came over. 

Q. Who is Mr. Dettling/ A. He is the forman—the other 
of the two foremen. 

Q. Do you know how to spell that name/ A. D-e-t-t- 
1-i-n-g. 

Q. Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 
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Q. (By Mr. Ford) What happened then? A. I told Mr. 
Marley—1 walked up to Mr. Marlcy and I said, “Mr. Mar- 
ley"—he said, “What is the matter?” I said, “The men 
won't work with Fetzko, Mr. Marley.” He says, “Jim," 
he said, “do you fellows realize the decisions of the Su¬ 
preme Court?” 

I said, “1 think so." 

He said, “Do you know that—realize what the decisions 
were, on discrimination? The company has to put these 
men back to work." 

I said, “1 think so,” but I said, “The Supreme 
9714 Court doesn't have a God-damn thing* to do with us 
1 working with Fetzko,” and he said, “Who won't 
work with him ?" 

I said, “Here they are," (indicating), “ask them.” 

Q. What did you do ? A. Sir ? 

Q. What did vou do when you said that ? A. What did 
I do? 

Q. Yes, will you describe— A. Waved my arm in a semi¬ 
circle. 

Q. In what direction ? A. A semi-circle, I would say. 

Q. Well, indicating what? A. The men. 

Q. Which men ? A. The men that were there, that re¬ 
fused to work with him. 

Q. Do you know how many men was there, when you did 
that ? A. I will say that it was about 123. 

Q! All right, now, tell us what happened after that. A. 
Sir ? 

Q: Tell us what happened after that? A. Well, Mr. Mar- 
ley said that, “We will have to get this mill going.” He 
turiied around and lie mentioned to somebody to send for 
Clayton Grove. That is the electrical foreman. 
9717) Q. Is that Fetzko*s foreman? A. Yes, sir. Well, 

; a man by the name of Smith said, “Mr. Marley,” 
he said, “1 represent these fellows down in the mill, and 
they won't work with him.” 

Q. Now, you say, “Down in the mill.” Where is that, 
with reference to the furnace house? A. By “down in 
the mill," 1 mean the roll crews, the shear crews, the ship¬ 
ping crews. That is down from the furnaces (indicating). 

Q. What is this man Smith's first name? A. Orval, I 
think. 
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Q. Do you know how to spell that? A. O-r-v-a-1, I think. 
( L >. Well, tell us what happened after Mr. Grove's name 
was mentioned? A. Shortlv after, Mr. Grove came down. 
George Fetzko was over by Xo. 5 furnace at that time. 
That was about 25 or 30 feet away. Mr. Grove went down 
and said something to Fetzko, and they started out through 
the plant. Mr. Marley stepped up and walked with him, 
with them. 

Q. Did you see Fetzko in the Plate Mill after that? A. 
After that ? 

Q. Yes, after that day? A. Xo, sir. 

9716 Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon a discussion was had off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. Go ahead, Mr. 
Ford. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) 1 believe you said, Mr. Hoover, that 
the mills stopped rolling steel at about ten minutes of seven 
in the morning? A. About that time. 

Q. Xow did they resume rolling steel that morning while 
you were there ? A. Did thev roll anv? 

Q. After that, did they roll steel again that morning? A. 
After Mr. Fetzko went out. 

Q. Well, what time was that, approximately? A. Oh, 1 
would say that was from three-quarters of an hour to an 
hour. 

Q. That is, after ten minutes of seven? A. Sir4 
Q. Three-quarters of an hour to an hour after ten minutes 
of seven ? A. Xo, after seven o'clock. 

Q. IIow long after Fetzko left did the mills start to roll 
steel again again? A. Well, I would say immediately. 

9717 (Thereupon a document was marked as Respond¬ 
ents' Exhibit 124 for Identification.) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Hoover, I show you Respond¬ 
ents' Exhibit 124 for Identification and ask you if you can 
Toil us what that is? A. Yes: petition to the superintendents 
to remove George Fetzko, John Fetzko, Frank Korber and 
Michael Barsopliy. 

Q. Did you ever see that before? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When did you first see that ? A. Around about the 
first week in July. 
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Q. 1937f A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What did vou do at tile time vou saw it? A. What did 
I do ? 

Q. Yes. A. I signed it. 

Q. Can you find your signature on it? A. Yes. Here it is. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: The witness has indicated the 
second page of the exhibit for identification, the second col¬ 
umn on that page, about halfway down, and in the second 
column. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did anybody give it to you? A. 
Yes, sir. 

9718 Q. Do you recall who it was? A. Harry Merritt. 
Q. Will you spell it, please? A. Sir? 

Mr. Rose: Will you spell that name? 

The Witness: M-e-r-r-i-t-t. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did he say anything at that time? A. 
He just said, “Here is a petition: read it over; suit your¬ 
self.’’ 

Q. Did he say anything further ? A. Sir? 

Q. Did he say anything further? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Did he request you to sign it? A. Did he what? 

(>. Did lu* ask you to sign it ? A. Xo, lie just said, “Here 
it is, suit yourself." 

Q. What did you understand him to mean by that ? A. 
Well. I could suit myself, whether 1 wanted to sign it, or 
whether I didn't. 

Q. Did you see anybody else sign it besides yourself ? A. 
Xo, I didn't. I didn't pay that much attention to it. 

(Counsel for respondents hands Exhibit 124 for Identi¬ 
fication to counsel for the Board.) 

9719 Q. (By Mr. Ford) Xow on the morning that 
Fetzko reported out for work, did you see Clayton 

Grove touch him? A. Xo, Mr. 

Q. Did you see him give Fetzko's elbow a sort of a kick? 
A. I didn't see it. 

Q. Did Grove accompany Fetzko when Fetzko left the 
mill? A. They walked up through with him, yes, sir. 

Q. Did Fetzko have a conversation with you or any of 
the Other men that morning? A. He didn’t with me. Xot 
with anybody that I know of. Xo, I would like to make a 
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correction. I was told that Mr. Brant had a conversation 
with him. 

Q. Did he have any conversation with Mr. Marley? A. 

Mr. Marley was there, but I didn’t hear what hi* said. Mr. 

Marlev was with Fetzko there. 

* 

Q. Did you hear Mr. Marley, or did you hear Fetzko offer 
to have Mr. Marley take the men up to Mr. Marley*s office 
individually to prove that— 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to. He says he didn’t hear. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last question as 
above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just start over again. 

9720 Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Hoover, did you hear 
Fetzko offer to have Mr. Marley take the men up 

to Marley’s office individually, to prove that the men were 
not opposed to Fetzko? A. Xo, sir. 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner. I move 
to strike the answer. He has already testified that he didn’t 
hear any conversation Mr. Marley had with Mr. Fetzko. 

Mr. Ford: Well, I am just directing the witness’ atten¬ 
tion specifically to a statement made by Fetzko, as I recall 
his direct testimony. 

Mr. Rose: Well, if he didn’t have any conversation—if 

he didn’t hear any conversation of course he couldn’t tes- 

tifv to that. 

* 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that previous answer 
again, Mr. Reporter. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the previous question 
and answer as above set forth.) 

Mr. Ford: I believe the witness has testified he didn’t 
hear what— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer. I will 
let the answer stand. Find out who that “he” referred 
to in the previous answer, Mr. Ford. That is ambiguous. 
Q. (By Mr. Ford) This last answer, Mr. Hoover, when 
you said you didn’t hear what “he” said, who is 

9721 “he”? What “he” did you refer to? Which of the 
two men? A. You asked me if I heard anv conver- 

sation, what Fetzko had with Mr. Marley? 
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Q. Yes. A. And I said—I mean that I didn't hear what 
he said, if he said anything. I wasn't close enough to hear 
any. 

Q. Didn't hear what who said? A. Anyone. Mr. Marlev, 
Fetzko, or Clayton Grove. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 'Well then in view of that I 
will strike the subsequent answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Was the mill closed, do you know, 
during the period that you have mentioned when it wasn't 
rolling steel because of a mechanical difficulty in so far as 
you know? A. I don't know. 

9722 Q. Did you ever hear, apart from statements made 
bv Fetzko himself, that the mill was shut down dur- 

ing that period because of some sort of mechanical defect? 
A. I didn't hear, no, sir. 

Mr. Ford: Xow, Mr. Examiner, I have a series of ques¬ 
tions that resemble roughly the questions— 

Trihl Examiner Bloom: All right, off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Ford: Xow, Mr. Hoover, I am going to ask you a 
number of questions and before I begin I shall explain what 
I mean by the phrase “a person acting in a supervisory ca¬ 
pacity”, and by the word “employee”, both of which ex¬ 
pressions I will use in the questions. 

When I use the phrase “a person acting in a supervi¬ 
sory capacity”, I mean a person having authority on be¬ 
half of the Bethlehem Steel Company to contract or ar¬ 
range for employment or to terminate employment or to 
discipline an employee of that company for poor workman¬ 
ship or for any other reason or to fix or agree upon wages 
or hotirs of work or working conditions or to schedule an 
employee of that company for work. 

When I use the word “employee,” I mean any person 
who at any time has been in the employment of Bethlehem 
Steel Company. 

9723 Off the record. 

i Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Do you understand those two definitions? 

The 'Witness: He means any one acting in an executive 
capacity, any one that has power to hire or fire or dis¬ 
charge or discipline anybody. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I just want to make sure you 
understood. 

Mr. Ford: And schedules. 

The 'Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you think he meant 
by his second definition of what an employee is? 

The Witness: Any one that is working* for Bethlehem 
Steel or has worked—not anybody that has worked, any¬ 
body that is working as an employee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that again, just to make 
sure. 

Mr. Ford: When I use the word “employee”, I mean 
any person who at any time has been in the employment 
of Bethlehem Steel. 

The Witness: At any time ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: At any time. 

The Witness: Yes. 

9724 Trial Examiner Bloom: And that, I assume, Mr. 

Ford will go from the top down to the bottom, or 
whom do you mean as an employee? Would you include the 
directors of the corporation as an employee? 

Mr. Ford: That's correct. Well, I don’t know about a 
director. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that is what I think this 
witness should have clear. 

Mr. Ford: 1 see. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Where do you start with the 
employee ? 

Mr. Moore: I would not say, if you will let me speak— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainlv. 

Mr. Moore: I would not say that a director as such was 
an employee, a man who is a director might also be— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Might be an employee. 

Mr. Moore: Might be an employee. For instance, Mr. 
Grace is a director, he is also employed. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right. 
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MrJ Moore: But lie does not get his compensation for 
being a director. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That's right, would you include 
Mr. Grace, for instance, as an employee? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

1)727) Trial Examiner Bloom: The officials who are on 
1 the payroll or in some form derive compensation 
from the company. 

Mr. Moore: 1 would. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, all right, I just wanted to 
make sure this witness understood. 

Well, now, during an off-the-record discussion, 48 ques¬ 
tions were submitted to counsel for the Board and myself. 
As I understand it, Board's counsel objects to each and 
every one of the questions. Will you state your reasons 
briefly, Mr. Rose? 

Mr. Rose: On the ground that they are incompetent, 
irrelevant, immaterial, and call for conclusions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. The objections to 
the 48 questions are all overruled. As I understand it, it 
is further stipulated that if the witness were asked these 
questions, that he would answer “Xo" or negatively to all 
of them, is that correct? 

Mr. Moore: Each of them. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : To each and every one of them, 
also to all of them. Is that stipulation in accord with the 
agreement of counsel? 

M r. Rose: That's right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well, with that under¬ 
standing the questions need not be read to the wit- 
9726 1 ness but may be handed to the Court Reporter so 
that he may copy them into the record, simply that 
lie may copy them into the record. 

Mr*. Ford: Xow, Mr. Examiner, is it understood that the 
Court Reporter will follow the numbering and include in 
the stipulation— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the Court Reporter will 
copy the questions as they appear on the sheet handed to 
me. There are forty-eight questions, and the Reporter is 
directed to number each question from one to forty-eight, 
it being understood that, as I said before, that the witness 
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would, if permitted, have answered each of the questions 
negatively. He might not have used the word “Xo” to each 
one, so we will just say negatively and I think that will 
cover it. 

Is there any further, anything further to be added ? 

Mr. Ford: I have no further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then the questions will appear 
in the record, as follows: 

1. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 
directly or indirectly, suggest to you that you refuse to 
work in the Franklin 134" Plate Mill while George Fetzko 
was working in that mill? 

2. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 

directly or indirectly, advise you to refuse to work 

9727 in the Franklin 134" Plate Mill while George Fetzko 
was working in that mill ? 

3. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 
directly or indirectly, request you to refuse to work in the 
Franklin 134" Plate Mill while George Fetzko was working 
in that mill? 

4. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 
directly or indirectly, order or direct you to refuse to work 
in the Franklin 134" Plate Mill while George Fetzko was 
working in that mill? 

5. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 
directly or indirectly, suggest to you that you say in words 
or substance that you would not work in the Franklin 134" 
Plate Mill while George Fetzko was working in that mill? 

G. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 
directly or indirectly, advise you to say in words or sub¬ 
stance that you would not work in the Franklin 134" Plate 
Mill while George Fetzko was working in that mill? 

7. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity, ever, 
directly or indirectly, request you to say in words or sub¬ 
stance that you would not work in the Franklin 134" Plate 
Mill "While George Fetzko was working in that mill? 

9728 8. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity 
ever, directly or indirectly, order or direct you to 

say in words or substance that you would not work in the 
Franklin 134" Plate Mill while George Fetzko was working 
in that mill? 
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9. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 
directly or indirectly, suggest to you that you say in words 
or substance that you refused or had refused to work in the 
Franklin 134" Plate Mill while George Fetzko was working 
in that mill? 


10. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 
directly or indirectly, advise you to say in words or sub¬ 
stance that you refused or had refused to work in the 
Franklin 134" Plate Mill while George Fetzko was working 
in that mill? 

11. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 
directly or indirectly, request you to say in words or sub¬ 
stance that you refused or had refused to work in the 
Franklin 134" Plate Mill while George Fetzko was working 
in that mill ? 

12. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 
directly or indirectly, order or direct you to say in words 

i or substance that you refused or had refused to work 
9729 in the Franklin 134" Plate Mill while George Fetzko 
was working in that mill? 

13. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 
directly or indirectly, suggest, in so far as you know, to 
anV other employee that he refuse to work in the Franklin 
134" Plate Mill while George Fetzko was working in that 


mill? 

14. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 
directly or indirectly, advise, in so far as you know, any 
other employee to refuse to work in the Franklin 134" Plate 
Mill while George Fetzko was working in that mill ? 

15. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 
directly or indirectly, request, in so far as you know, any 
other employee to refuse to work in the Franklin 134" Plate 
Mill while George Fetzko was working in that mill? 

16. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 
directly or indirectly, order or direct, in so far as you know, 
ant other employee to refuse to work in the Franklin 134" 
Plate Mill while George Fetzko was working in that mill? 

17. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 
directly or indirectly, suggest, in so far as you know, 

9730 to any other employee that he say in words or sub¬ 
stance that he would not work in the Franklin 134" 
Plate Mill while George Fetzko was working in that mill? 
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18. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 
directly or indirectly, advise, in so far as you know, any 
other employee to say in words or substance that he would 
not work in the Franklin 154" Plate Mill while George 
Fetzko was working in that mill? 

19. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity, ever, 
directly or indirectly, request, in so far as you know, any 
other employee to say in words or substance that he would 
not work in the Franklin 134" Plate Mill while George 
Fetzko was working in that mill? 

20. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 
directly or indirectly, order or direct, in so far as you know, 
any other employee to say in words or substance that he 
would not work in the Franklin 134" Plate Mill while 
George Fetzko was working in that mill? 

21. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 
directly or indirectly, suggest, in so far as you know, to 

any other employee that he say in words or substance 

9731 that he refused or had refused to work in the Frank¬ 
lin 134" Plate Mill while George Fetzko was work¬ 
ing in that mill? 

22. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 
direetlv or indirectlv. advise, in so far as vou know, anv 
other employee to say in words or substance that he refused 
or had refused to work in the Franklin 134" Plate Mill 
while George Fetzko was working in that mill? 

23. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 
directly or indirectly, request, in so far as you know, any 
other employee to say in words or substance that he refused 
or had refused to work in the Franklin 134" Plate Mill 
while George Fetzko was working in that mill ? 

24. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 
directly or indirectly, order or direct, in so far as you know, 
any other employee to say in words or substance that he 
refused or had refused to work in the Franklin 134" Plate 
Mill while George Fetzko was working in that mill? 

25. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 
directly or indirectly, suggest to you that you ask, request 
or in any form petition any one to remove George Fetzko 

from employment in the Franklin 134" Plate Mill? 

9732 26. Did any person acting in a supervisory ca¬ 
pacity ever, directly or indirectly, advise you to ask, 
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request or in any form petition any one to remove George 
Fetzko from employment in the Franklin 134" Plate Mill? 

27. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 
directly or indirectly, request you to ask, request or in any 
form petition any one to remove George Fetzko from em- 
1 ploymenl in the Franklin 134" Plate Mill? 

9733 28. Did any person acting in a supervisory ca¬ 
pacity ever, directly or indirectly, order or direct you 

to ask, request or in any form petition anyone to remove 
Geoige Fetzko from employment in the Franklin 134" 
Plate Mill? 

29. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 
directly or indirectly, in so far as you know, suggest to any 
other employee that he ask, request or in any form petition 
anyone to remove George Fetzko from employment in the 
Franklin 134" Plate Mill? 

30. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 
directlv or indirectlv, in so far as vou know, advise anv 
other employee to ask, request or in any form petition any¬ 
one to remove George Fetzko from employment in the 
Franklin 134" Plate Mill ? 

31. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 
directly or indirectly, in so far as you know, request any 
other employee to ask, request or in any form petition any¬ 
one to remove George Fetzko from emplovment in the 
Franklin 134" Plate Mill? 

32. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 
directly or indirectly, in so far as you know, order 

9734 or direct any other employee to ask, request or in 
any form petition anyone to remove George Fetzko 

from employment in the Franklin 134" Plate Mill? 

33. Disregarding statements made by George Fetzko 
himself, did you ever hear that any person acting in a su¬ 
pervisory capacity ever, directly or indirectly, suggested 
or intended to suggest to any employee that he refuse to 
woi-k in the Franklin 134" Plate Mill while George Fetzko 
was working in that mill? 

34. Disregarding statements made by George Fetzko 
himself, did you ever hear that any person acting in a su¬ 
pervisory capacity ever, directly or indirectly, advised or 
intended to advise any employee to refuse to work in the 
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Franklin 134" Plate Mill while George Fetzko was working 


in that mill? 

35. Disregarding statements made by George Fetzko 
himself, did you ever hear that any person acting in a su¬ 
pervisory capacity ever, directly or indirectly, requested or 
intended to request any employee to refuse to work in the 
Franklin 134" Plate Mill while George Fetzko was working 
in that mill ? 


9735 36. Disregarding statements made by George 
Fetzko himself, did you ever hear that any person 

acting in a supervisory capacity ever, directly or indirectly, 
ordered or directed or intended to order or direct anv em- 
ployee to refuse to work in the Franklin 134" Plate Mill 
while George Fetzko was working in that mill ? 

37. Disregarding statements made by George Fetzko 
himself, did you ever hear that any person acting in a su¬ 
pervisory capacity ever, directly or indirectly, suggested 
or intended to suggest to any employee that he say in words 
or substance that he would not work in the Franklin 134" 
Plate Mill while George Fetzko was working in that mill? 

38. Disregarding statements made by George Fetzko 
himself, did you ever hear that any person acting in a su¬ 
pervisory capacity ever, directly or indirectly, advised or 
intended to advise any employee to say in words or sub¬ 
stance that he would not work in the Franklin 134" Plate 
Mill while George Fetzko was working in that mill? 

39. Disregarding statements made by George Fetzko 
himself, did you ever hear that any person acting in a su¬ 
pervisory capacity ever, directly or indirectly, requested 

or intended to request any employee to say in words 

9736 or substance that he would not work in the Franklin 
134" Plate Mill while George Fetzko was working 

in that mill ? 

40. Disregarding statements made by George Fetzko 
himself, did you ever hear that any person acting in a su¬ 
pervisory capacity ever, directly or indirectly, ordered or 
directed or intended to order or direct any employee to say 
in words or substance that he would not work in the Frank¬ 
lin 134" Plate Mill while George Fetzko was working in 
that mill ? 

41. Disregarding statements made by George Fetzko 
himself, did you ever hear that any person acting in a su- 
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pervisory capacity over, directly or indirectly, suggested 
or intended to suggest to any employee that he say in words 
or substance that he refused or had refused to work in 
the Franklin 134" Plate Mill while George Fetzko was 
working in that mill ? 

42. Disregarding statements made by George Fetzko 
himself, did you ever hear that any person acting in a su¬ 
pervisory capacity ever, directly or indirectly, advised or 
intended to advise any employee to say in words or sub- 

! stance that he refused or had refused to work in the 

9737 Franklin 134" Plate Mill while George Fetzko was 
working in that mill? 

43. Disregarding statements made by George Fetzko 
himself, did you ever hear that any person acting in a su¬ 
pervisory capacity ever, directly or indirectly, requested 
or intended to request any employee to say in words or 
substance that he refused or had refused to work in the 
Franklin 134" Plate Mill while George Fetzko was working 
in that mill? 

44. Disregarding statements made by George Fetzko 
himself, did you ever hear that any person acting in a su¬ 
pervisory capacity ever, directly or indirectly, ordered or 
directed or intended to order or direct any employee to say 
in words or substance that he refused or had refused to 
work! in the Franklin 134" Plate Mill while George Fetzko 
was working in that mill? 

45. Disregarding statements made by George Fetzko 
himself, did you ever hear that any person acting in a su¬ 
pervisory capacity ever, directly or indirectly, suggested or 
intended to suggest to any employee that he ask, request 
or in any form petition anyone to remove George Fetzko 

from employment in the Franklin 134" Plate Mill? 

9738 46. Disregarding statements made by George 
Fetzko himself, did you ever hear that any person 

acting in a supervisory capacity ever, directly or indirectly, 
requested or intended to request any employee to ask, re¬ 
quest or in any form petition anyone to remove George 
Fetzko from employment in the Franklin 134" Plate Mill? 

47. Disregarding statements made by George Fetzko 
himself, did you ever hear that any person acting in a su¬ 
pervisory capacity ever, directly or indirectly, advised or 
intended to advise any employee to ask r request or in any 
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form petition anyone to remove George Fetzko from em¬ 
ployment in the Franklin 134" Plate Mill? 

48. Disregarding statements made by George Fetzko him¬ 
self, did you ever hear that any person acting in a super¬ 
visory capacity ever, directly or indirectly, ordered or di¬ 
rected or intended to order or direct any employee to ask, 
request or in any form petition anyone to remove George 
Fetzko from employment in the Franklin 134" Plate Mill? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We will take a brief re- 

9739 cess. Don't discuss your testimony with anyone, 
Mr. Hoover. 

(Thereupon a short recess was taken, after which the fol¬ 
lowing proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Rose? 

Cross Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) With reference to Respondents’ Ex¬ 
hibit 124 for Identification, which has a typewritten state¬ 
ment of what purports to be signatures, will you tell us 
when for the first time you saw the paper? 

(Respondents ’ Exhibit 124 for Identification was passed 
to the witness.) 

A. About the first week in July. 

Q. Where were you at the time you first saw this paper, 
Respondents’ Exhibit 124 for Identification? A. At work. 

Q. Could you tell us exactly and to the best of your rec¬ 
ollection what you were doing at the time this paper was 
handed to you? A. I was working, doing my work, a heat¬ 
er’s duties are to watch the steel as I explained, and there is 
times when I have time to myself. 

Q. And who handed you the paper? A. Harry Merritt. 

Q. And at that time did Harry Merritt work in the 

9740 same shift that you were working on? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And what department did Harry Merritt work 
in? A. His position was called, I believe, a doorman. 

Q. Well, is that in the same department that you were 
working in in July, 1937? A. The same department, yes, 
sir. 

Q. What is the department called? A. Sir? 
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Q. What is the department called? A. The 134" Plate 
Mill. 

Q. Do you know the name of Mr. Merritt’s foreman? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Would you tell us? A. M. D. Ryan, that is one, Carl 
W. Dettling. 

Q.iAnd were they Mr. Merritt’s foremen in the month of 
July, 1937? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When Mr. Merritt handed you that petition, Respon¬ 
dents' Exhibit 124 for Identification, what did you do? A. 
Read over the heading of it, signed it. 

Q. And then did you hand it back to Mr. Merritt? A. I 
did. 

Q. Did you see what Mr. Merritt did with that paper? 
Did you see what he did with it after you gave it to 

9741 him? A. Xo, sir. 

i Q. Did you see him hand it to any other men in 
your department ? A. I didn't pay that much attention, no, 
sir. 

Q. When for the first time after the strike did you see 
George Fetzko in the Plate Mill ? A. 13th day of July. 

Q. i Was that after this petition, after you signed this pe¬ 
tition? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Respondents’ Exhibit 124 for Identification ? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. j Did you seen anyone else sign the petition, Respon¬ 
dents’ Exhibit 124 for Identification? A. I didn't take that 
much notice, no, sir. 

Q. What shift were you working on on the day you saw 
Fetzko in the Plate Mill after the strike? A. The three to 
eleven turn. 

Q. And when did you go to the mill after July 13th, 1937? 
A. The next morning about 6:30. 

Q. And what shift were you scheduled to work on that 
morning? A. Three to eleven. 

Mn Ford: Just a minute. The question should not be 
1 “that morning,” I believe. Mr. Rose. I think he tes- 

9742 tified he went to work three to eleven. 

Mr. Rose: Well, that day. 

The Witness: What time did I go there that day? 
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Q. (By Mr. Rose) July 14th. I understood your testimony 
that July 14th you got to the mill at G:30 a.m., is that cor¬ 
rect ? A. That's right. 

Q. Xow on July 14tli when were you scheduled to start 
work? A. Three o’clock in the afternoon. 

Mr. Ford: Well now. Mr. Examiner. I think that the wit¬ 
ness answered the question that included the words “that 
morning" in it. 

Mr. Rose: Well, T think the record is clear. 

Mr. Ford: Can you find that question. Mi*. Reporter? 

Mr. Rose: Tie said three o'clock in tin* afternoon, I think 
the rest of it is clear. 

(The reporter repeated the last two questions and an¬ 
swers as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think that is cleared up. Go 
ahead, Mr. Rose. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) At what time did you leave the Plate 
Mill on July 13th? A. Eleven o'clock that night. 

Q. And between eleven o'clock of July 13th. 1037 
0743 and 6:30 a.m. July 14th did you talk to anyone about 
George Fetzko ? A. Xo. sir. 

Q. Do you know what shift George Fetzko worked on 
prior to the strike? A. He was scheduled to start on July 
14th from seven to three. 

Mr. Ford: Xow. Mr. Examiner, may the witness have 
that question again ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. I don't think 
he understood it. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Before the strike. 

Mr. Ford: Could the time be fixed a little more definitely, 
Mr. Examiner ? 

Mr. Rose: Immediately prior to the strike. 

Mr. Ford: You mean Friday. June 11th, or the day pre¬ 
ceding that ? 

Mr. Rose: Take June 10th. 

O. (Bv Mr. Rose 1 ) Do von know what shift he worked on? 
A. Xo. ’ 
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Q. Well, what shift was George Fetzko sehedued to work 
on on July 14th, 1937? 

Mr. Ford: Now I don't know that the record shows that 
he was scheduled to work, perhaps this witness has 
9744 spine information or has an understanding about 
that, but I don't know that it shows definitely— 

Mr. Rose: I withdraw the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know whether or not George 
Fetzko was scheduled to work on July 14th? A. I was told 
the evening before that he was coining out the next morn¬ 
ing. 

Q. And the next morning would be what time? A. Seven 
o'clock July 14th. 

Q. Who told you that? A. Mr. Ryan. 

Q. Is that the same Mr. Ryan that you have referred to in 
your direct testimony? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And when did he tell you that? A. I believe it was 
around five to five-thirty. 

Q. On what day? A. June 11th. 

Mr. Ford: Wait a minute. 

The Witness: Or June 13th I mean to say. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) On what day did Mr. Marlev say some¬ 
thing to you with reference to Supreme Court decisions? 
A. That was on July 14th. 

Q. Could you tell us again what he said? A. When I 
told him that the men would not work with Fetzko 
9747) he asked me if I understood the Supreme Court de¬ 
cisions on the Wagner Act? 

I said I believed I did: and he asked me if I understood 
the discrimination end of it, that the company had to put 
the men back to work, could not discriminate on account of 
any union activities. 

I also told him I knew that. 

Q. Do you have any idea what the Supreme Court said 
about discrimination? A. Well, I don't understand that 
part of it, all I understand about it is that a corporation 
dare not discriminate, that is to keep them out for their 
activities, bring them back to work, that is what I under¬ 
stand. Further than that I don’t understand the technical 
points about it. 
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Q. Have you ever heard of the Plan of Employees’ Rep¬ 
resentation at the Cambria Plant ? A. Yes. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, I object to that question as 
being improper cross examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. You may an¬ 
swer. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

974G Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you ever vote under the 

Plan? 

Mr. Ford: Object, Mr. Examiner. T would like the same 
objection to this question and any other questions about 
the Plan of Employees’ Representation. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The record may show it. Do you 
understand the question? Did you hear that question, Mr. 
Hoover? 

The Witness: Yes, sir, I did. I have, yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) When was the last time you voted un¬ 
der the Plan ? A. Last Year. 

Q. Do you recall the month ? A. Xo, I don’t. 

Q. Do you know whether it was the month of March, 
1937? A. The month of March is generally the month, I 
believe. I am not quite certain about that. 

Q. Do you recall where you voted? A. Yes. I believe 
it was down at the lower end of our mill, by Xo. 1 Shear. 
They have a building there. I think that is where we voted. 

Q. Do you know whether there is an office in the Plate 
Mill ? A. There is, yes. 

Q. And whose office is it ? A. The foreman has his 
9747 desk in one of the offices. And then the clerks have 
their office up at the other end of the plant. 

Q. Which end of the plant does the foreman have his 
office in ? A. Right near where we voted. 

Mr. Ford: Xow, Mr. Examiner, could T have the witness 
define what he meant by the word “plant”? I assume it is 
not the entire Cambria Plant. But just the Plate Mill. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, suppose you do that? Tell 
us just what you meant by the word “plant” please, Mr. 
Hoover. 

The Witness: The word “plant”? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: “Plant”. That is correct. 

The* Witness: When I speak of the plant, I am speaking 
of the Plate Mill. 

( w ). (By Mr. Bose) And do you know what foremen oc¬ 
cupy that office? A. Yes. 

Mr. Ford: At what time, Mr. Rose? At the present 
time ? 

Mr. Bose: During the year 1937. 

The Witness: 1937? 


Mr. Ford: Well, could you lix the time a little more 
definitely ? 

974S (>. (By Mr. Bose) Take about the month of 

March, 1937. A. Mr. Byan and Mr. Dettling. 

Mr. Bose: Xo further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Anything further, Mr. Ford? 
Mr. Bose: Xo further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Hoover, I show you Re¬ 
spondents’ Exhibit Xo. 1:24 fo»* Identification. I think you 
stated that you signed your name on the second page, in the 
right hand column, about midway down. That is, the name 
appearing there. “James Hoover” is yours? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Is that correct ? 


The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: At the time you signed your 
name, do you recall whether the four pages now appearing 
on the exhibit were then handed to you? 

Mr. Ford: Well, now— 

The Witness: I— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a minute. 

The Witness: I just— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a minute. 

Mr: Ford: The entire exhibit, as it now appears? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is correct. 

1 Mr. Ford: Except perhaps for the— 

9749 Trial Examiner Bloom: Backing. 

Mr. Ford: —the cardboard backing? 

Mr. Moore: Well— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore: Well, your question, I take it, refers to 
blank pages, rather than whether the other four pages were 
there with the names '? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: As your question might mean, did he sign 
it after the other people had signed on the pages follow¬ 
ing. That is— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I will put it that way. 
How many pages were on the exhibit, or how many pages 
made up the exhibit at the time you signed it, do you know? 

The Witness: Well, this was all there were there, Mr. 
Bloom. I signed on here. There was a cardboard back, 
and this was where I signed my name, here (indicating). 
Trial Examiner Bloom: I see. 

The Witness: I don't remember whether there was any 
pages under it, or anything about it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know whether the first 
page, as it now appears, was there at the time you signed? 

The Witness: It was filled out, yes, sir. 

1>750 Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean the lirst page 
was filled up? 

The Witness: Filled with names, yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see. Do you mean substan¬ 
tially the way it appears now? 

The Witness: Yes, sir, to the best of my knowledge. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: What was the name of the man 
who gave it to you? 

The Witness: Harry Merrill. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know his signature? 
The Witness: Xo, sir, I don't. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all. 

Mr. Ford: That is all, Mr. Hoover. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all, thank you. Mr. 
Hoover. Call your next, please. 

(Witness excused.) 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Merritt? 

1)751 Harry Merritt a witness called by and on behalf of 
the Respondents, being first duly sworn, was exam¬ 
ined and testified as follows: 
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Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Have you spelled your name for the 
record, Mr. Merritt? A. I have. 

Q. What is your first name? A. Harry. 

Q. Harry? A. Harry. 

Q. What is your home address? A. 234 Glenn. 

Q. Glenn Street? A. That is Glenn Street, Johnstown. 
Mr. Rose: Will you spell that, please? 

The Witness: G-l-e-n-n. 

Mr. Sim we: How do you spell your last name? 

The Witness: M-e-r-r-i-t-t. 

Mr. Shawe: I see. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) That is 234 Glenn Street, Johnstown? 
A. That is right. 

Q. Correct? What is your occupation at the present time, 
Mr. Merritt? A. Rotarv shear man, Franklin Plate 

9752 Mill. 

i Q. Is that the 134" Plate Mill l A. 134" Plate Mill. 
Mr. Rose: Excuse me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was the first part of the 
answer, I didn't hear it? 

Mr. Ford: Rotary shear man. 

The Witness: Rotary shear man, is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Shear man, is that? 

The Witness: Shear man. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see. Thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) And what was your occupation in the 
month of June, 1937? A. The same. 

Q. And the month of July, 1937? A. The same. 

Q. Now, can you tell us briefly what your duties are and 
what they were in the months of June and July, 1937, Mr. 
Merritt? A. I cut out tank tops. That is, circles. And 
when I am not working down there, I work up around the 
floor as a utility man. 

Q. Now, you were doing the same sort of work in June 
and July as you are doing at the present time, is that cor¬ 
rect? A. That is right. 

9753 Q. How do you go about cutting out tank tops? A. 
I set the machine according to the size I want to cut ; 

put my stock in and clamp it and throw the controller on, 
and that cuts the scrap off; it comes out a finished head— 
circle. 
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Q. In other words, you cut circular shapes? A. That is 
right. 

Q. Out of finished plates, is that right? A. That is right. 

Q. And the plate is— A. Finished. 

Q. —hot or cold, when you do that? A. Cold. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford, will you be good 
enough to have him describe this process a little bit? Just 
what he does do. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) AVell, now, will you tell us a little bit 
further about your work, Mi*. Merritt. How you go about 
cutting circular shapes out of— A. It is a two-bladed affair. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You remember, we are very ig¬ 
norant. We are only lawyers, Mr. Merritt, and we don't 
know a thing about this. 

The Witness: Well, it is pretty hard to explain. 
9734 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, imagine you are tell¬ 
ing it to a five-year old baby, what kind of work you 
do. You just assume we are about that age. Go right ahead. 

The Witness: Very well. It is a two-bladed affair run by 
electricity and there is a disc that I put my stock in. When 
I clamp that down, the stock does not move. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) In other words, by “stock” you mean 
the piece of plate that you are going to cut ? A. The plate 
that I cut. As I push this disc into the blade, the disc re¬ 
volves and that cuts the scrap off. And that is a circle for 
me. My machine, I set that and clamp that down, after I 
move it to the size that I want, I clamp that down. The ma¬ 
chine is still stationary. 

Q. Well, now% let me clear this up a little bit. Is this 
rotary—what do you call it? Rotary shears? A. Rotary 
shears. 

Q. That is the machine that you operate ? A. That is the 
machine. 

Q. Is that a large machine or a small machine? A. That is 
pretty large. 

Q. And is it stationary? A. Stationary. 

Q. Do you take the plate and insert it into the ma- 
5)755 chine? A. I do. 

Q. How— A. Into this disc. 

Q. How do you lift the plate up? A. Lift it by hand; if 
it is too heavy I use a crane to set it in on the disc. 

Q. How large is the disc? A. 16 inches. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, Mr. Ford. You say 
you use a crane. Do you mean a crane lifts it up, and then 
vou guide it into— 

The Witness: I guide it in, if it is too heavy to handle by 
hand. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see. 

9756 i Q. (By Mr. Ford) Xow do the shears operate by 
electricity, did you say? A. It does. That is, the 

blades. The blades revolve. As it revolves that turns the 
disc. 

Q. IIow large are the blades? A. They are two inches by 
fourteen. And they lit on over a shaft. Two horizontal 
shafts. 

Q. Are they circular? A. They are circular. 

Q. Are those blades with teeth in them, or an even edge? 
A. Even edge. 

Q. How thick is the plate that can be put into that ma¬ 
chine ? A. I cut up to and including an inch—an inch thick. 
I cut heads awav—we call them heads. Tliev are circles. I 
cut them up to a ton apiece. 

Q. How large in diameter are they? The largest circle? 
A. 127 inches is the largest circle I cut. 

Q. In diameter ? A. In diameter. 

Q. What do you mean when you say you cut off the scrap? 
What is the scrap, Mr. Merritt? A. Why, your stock, your 
plate when you put them in the machine, just has a chalk 
mark on them, and it is irregular in shape. That is, 

9757 the stock. I put the stock in, and go according to the 
chalk marks that I have on that stock. 

Q. Is the chalk mark a circular chalk mark? A. Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean, that indicates where 
you are to cut? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And evervthing within the chalk 
mark is your finished plate, is that right? 

The Witness: That is the finished plate. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) And everything outside of that is the 
scrap? A. The scrap. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is fine. Thank you, Mr. 
Merritt. I think I understand it. I think the rest of us do. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Were you working on Monday, June 
14th, Mr. Merritt? A. That is right. I was. 
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Q. Did you go home after work that day? A. I did. 

Q. What time was it when you left your home? A. I 
started home at three o’clock. 

Q. What was your usual route from the mill to your 

9758 home just prior to the strike? A. Up to the time of 
the strike. On a street car; transferred in town, for 

the Morrellville car, and down to my house. 

Q. Will you tell us how you went home on Monday after¬ 
noon? A. I started out the Time Office Gate and turned 
around and went back. There was, I would say, probably 
one hundred. Got out to the gate, there would be about six 
left. The mob outside was violent, and I thought it was 
foolish for one man or six—maybe up to half a dozen or 
more—to go out that gate. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, mav we have what the witness 
saw ? 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What did you see? What did you see? 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Well— 

Mr. Shawe: I move to strike that out. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Find out, was George Fetzko 
in the crowd? 

The Witness: George was not in that crowd. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well— 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you see him that day? 

The Witness: Yes, I saw him. I did not see him— 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you see him that day? A. I did. 
Mr. Shawe: Well, I move to strike— 

9759 Q. (By Mr. Ford) Where was he when you saw 
him? 

Mr. Shawe: Just a minute. I move to strike from this 
testimony as to the crowd at the gate that afternoon, Mr. 
Examiner, as immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That may be stricken. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, what time was it when you 
finallv left the Plate Mill, Mr. Merritt? A. Shortlv after 
three o’clock, I left the mill. 

Q. Well— A. But I was still— 

Q. When you actually started to go home? A. It was 
three o’clock, I punched my card out at three. 

(,). Well, did von board the street car that dav? A. I 
did. 
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Q. On your way home? "What time was it when you 
boarded the street ear? A. 4:30. 

Q. Where were you then? A. I was at the school house, 
Maple Avenue—Maple Avenue Woodvale. 

Q. IIow did you get from the Plate Mill to the school 
house ? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that question. It is immaterial, 
Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How is that material? 

9760 Mr. Ford: I was just trying to trace his movement 
on the way home. As I understand he saw Fetzko 

that day. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let's find out where he 
saw Fetzko. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, you board the street car at 
Woodvale, is that correct? A. 1 did. 

Q. Where did the street car go then? 

Mr. Shawe: Well, Mr. Examiner, can’t we place Fetzko, 
first ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, let's find out where he saw 
Fetzko. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Where were you when you saw 
Fetzko? A. On the street car. 

Mr. Shawe: On June 14th? 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) On that same street car that you 
boarded? A. On the same street car. 

Q. 1 And where was he? A. He was outside the Gautier 
Mills. 

Q. How far is that from the school house? A. I would 
say the neighborhood of half a mile. 

( t >. What part of the Gautier Mill? A. At the lower 
end. 

9761 Q. Were you near when you saw him? A. The 
Johnstown Gate. 

Q. Was there anybody with Fetzko? A. Yes. There 

were several hundred there. They were all in the mob. 

Q. And what was lie doing? What were they doing? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, tell us what he was doing. 

The Witness: He was moving around, swinging his arms, 

the same as everybody else. The car was moving and I 

could not identify any person that cursed. That is, to pick 

them out individuallv. 

* 
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Mr. Sliawe: Well— 

The Witness: But I heard cursing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wait a minute. 

Mr. Sliawe: Mr. Examiner, 1 object to what the witness 
heard and move to strike out all of the testimony with ref¬ 
erence to what the other people were doing. 

Mr. Ford: Well now, Mr. Examiner, I don't see how it 
is possible for this man to forget about everything that 
Fetzko’s associates were doing, when he thinks of Fetzko. 
In other words, it seems to me that it is perfectly natural 
for this man to associate in his mind with Fetzko the ac¬ 
tivities of the persons that Fetzko was associating with 
during the strike. That is a part of a man's experi- 

9762 ence; part of the background of the witness. 

Mr. Sliawe: Well, this— 

Mr. Ford: This incident happened on the 14th of July. 

Mr. Sliawe: June. 

Mr. Ford: The 14th of July. 

Mr. Rose: July? The testimony has been June. 

Mr. Sliawe: Well, the witness testified it was June. 

The Witness: June. 

Mr. Ford: I said the incident happened the 14th of July, 
when they refused to work with him. 

Mr. Sliawe: Well, Mr. Examiner, I certainly think you 
cannot attribute all of the things that Mr. Fetzko’s asso¬ 
ciates did, to Mr. Fetzko. 

Mr. Ford: Well— 

Mr. Sliawe: Mr. Ford—people standing out at the gate— 
I don't know whether they were his associates or not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This testimony is going to be 
limited to what he saw Mr. Fetzko do, in accordance with 
the ruling that I made several weeks ago. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well now, was there any conversation 
among the men that you worked with, Mr. Merritt, between 
the beginning of the strike and say the 14th of July, 

9763 about George Fetzko? A. There were. 

Q. Did you ever say anything about him? A. I did. 

Q. To the men that you worked with at that time? A. 
I did. 

Q. Did you hear other men that you worked with, talk 
about Fetzko ? A. I did. 

Q. During that period? Can you give us the names of 
any of those men? A. How is that? 
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Q. Can you give us the names of any of those other men— 
A. I can. 

Q. —that you heard speaking about Fetzko? Who are 
they? A. Orval Smith, William Meredith. 

Q. How do you spell Mr. Meredith’s name? A. M-e-r-e- 
d-i-t-h, I believe it is, isn’t it? There were others. I can't 
recall the names. 

Q. Did you ever speak to Mr. Hoover about Fetzko, dur¬ 
ing that period? A. From the time of the strike until— 

Q. From the time of the beginning of the strike up until 
the day that Fetzko came back to work? A. I did. 

9764 Q. Now do you remember anybody else outside of 
Mr. Hoover? A. That is hard to say. Just about— 

who I have spoken to. 

Q. Do you know a man by the name of Kenneth Corle? 
A. I do. * 

Q. How do you spell Corle’s name? A. C-o-r-l-e, I be¬ 
lieve. 

(,). (’-o r-A. I couldn’t say. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, how do you pronounce it? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Corle? A. Corle, I believe. Corle. 
Mr. Shawe: C-r- 

The Witness: I couldn’t say how it is spelled. 

Mr. Ford: C-o-r-l-e is the way it is pronounced. 

Mr. Shawe: Thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Now do you remember anything that 
you said about Fetzko ? A. I do. 

Q. What did you say ? A. Well, I referred to him as a 
son-of-a-bitch. I would not work with him. 

Q. How about the other men? Did they say anv- 

9765 thing about him? A. Well, I recall William Mere- 
! dith saying that he would not work with the rotten 

son-of-a-bitch, he was no God damn good. 

Q. What, if anything, did the other men say, if you re¬ 
call? A. Sir? 

Q. What did the other men say in substance? A. They 
referred to him in practically the same speech that Mr. 
Meredith and I referred to him. 

Q. Well, did they say anything about working with him? 
A. They would not work with him. 

Q. Xow, Mi*. Merritt, I show you Respondents’ Exhibit 
Xo. 124 for Identification and ask you whether you have 
ever seen it before? A. I have. 
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Q. Do you recall when you first saw that? 

Mi\ Rose: May I have that question, please? 

Mr. Shawe: I didn't hear that. 

The Witness: I presume it was at the end of the month. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) By that, I mean that exhibit that 1 
have just referred to. A. I mean it was at the end of the 
month of June; first part of July. 

Mr. Shawe: Will you read that, please? 

97GG (The last question and answer was read by the 
reporter as above set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, may 1 have two minutes, 
please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. Suppose we have a 
brief recess. 

(Thereupon a short recess was taken.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford? 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Reporter, would you read the last ques¬ 
tion ? 

(Thereupon the reporter read the last question as above 
set forth.) 

(^. (By Mr. Ford) Now Mr. Merritt, when you saw this 
exhibit, that is, Respondents’ Exhibit 124 for Identifica¬ 
tion, for the first time, was the first sheet attached to it ? 
A. It was. 

Q. Was the second sheet attached to it? A. It was. 

Q. Was the third sheet attached to it? A. It was. 

Q. And the fourth sheet, the blank sheet? A. I couldn't 
sav that. 

Q. Now— 

Mr. Shawe: What was that last answer? 

97G7 Trial Examiner Bloom: “1 couldn't say that." 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Were there any signatures on 
the first sheet when you first saw it? A. There was. 

Q. To the best of your recollection how many of the sig¬ 
natures were there on the first sheet at that time ? A. When 
1 received it? The first time I saw it? The first page was 
filled. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Ford, excuse me, your back is to me. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Were there any signatures on the sec¬ 
ond sheet ? A. There were. 



4S94 ! BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


Q. Can you tell us approximately how many signatures 
there were on the second sheet, when you first saw it ? A. 
One side was filled up, and about half of the other side. 

Q. That is, the left side was filled and half— A. Left 
was filled and half of the right was filled. 

Q. Half of the right side, is that correct? A. That is 
right. 

Q. Were there any signatures on the third sheet, when 
you first saw it ? A. There was not. 

i Q. What, if anything, did you do with that exhibit, 

9768 i that is Respondents' Exhibit 124 for Identification, 

after you first saw it? What did you do with it, if 
anything? A. Read it. Signed my name to it. 

Q. jDid you do anything further? A. I took it around in 
the mill. The mill men, shear men, lay-out gang, and the 
loading gang. 

Q. Did you show it to them ? A. I did. 

( 3 . Did vou sav anvtliing to them? A. I told them to 
read it. 

Q. Did you say anything else? A. I told them to suit 
theirselves about signing it. 

Q. Did you request any of them to sign it ? A. I did not. 
Q. Or order any of them to sign it? A. I did not. 

Q. Now, as you passed it around, did you give them all 
of the three sheets that you saw when you first received it? 
A. I gave them—I gave it to them just as it is. 

Q. That is, as it is at the present time ? A. As it is at the 
present time. 

Q. Did you see any of those men sign the petition in your 
presence? A. I witnessed them all. 

9769 Q. That is, by all what do you mean? A. All of 
the men that signed on my turn, that was on turn, at 

the time I worked. 

Q. Can you pick out the names of those men? A. I can. 

Mr. Shawe: Just a minute. Do you mean the names of 

the men that he saw sign it? 

Mr. Ford: That's right. 

The Witness: Do vou want me to read— 

% 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, how many are there, approxi¬ 
mately ? 

Mr. Shawe: Do you understand that question? 

The Witness: Sixty. 
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Mr. Shawc: You understand that question? The ones 
you saw sign. 

The Witness: I understand; sixty some men. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well— 

The Witness: Who I know that— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Perhaps you can tell us where 
their signatures now appear on the petition, rather than 
reading them all off. 

The Witness: TIow do T know that? James Hoover was 
the first man that signed. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Can you tell us where the succeeding 
signatures appear ? A. James Hoover was the first 

9770 man to sign for me, to the best of my knowledge, and 
that was blank from there down, and the following 

sheet was blank, and that is filled in, accordingly. 

These names 1 witnessed (indicating), every one of them. 
Mr. Shawe: Where does your signature appear? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wait a minute, Mr. Shawe. 
Wait a minute. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Xow, Mr. Merritt, are there any 
names on this petition below Mr. Hoover's signature on 
that second sheet, or on the third sheet, that were not signed 
in your presence? A. There are not. 

Q. Do you remember what, if anything, you said to Mr. 
Hoover, when you first showed him this petition? A. I do. 

Q. What did you say? A. I told him, I says, “Here is a 
petition, Jim. Read it. Suit yourself.’- Mr. Hoover read 
it and signed it. 

9771 Q. Is that all that you said? A. That’s all that J 
said, referring to the petition. 

Q. Mr. Reporter, will you read the record back as to 
what this witness said to Hoover, please, that question and 
answer? 

(The reporter repeated the last question and answer as 
above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Let me ask you, Mr. Merritt, at the 
time that you circulated this petition on your turn, do you 
recall whether the fourth sheet was attached to it ? A. I do 
not, I may have put it there myself, it may have been on 
when I got it. 

Q. Did the petition ever consist of less than the first three 
pages at the time that you circulated it? A. Xo, it did not. 
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y. Did you hand the petition to any of the men on your 

turn .without the first sheet? A. The first sheet was on to 

evorv man that I handed it to. 

* 

Q. Do you recall what hours your turn was working at 
the time that you circulated that? A. Eleven to seven, I 
believe. 

Mr. Shawe: Eleven at night to seven in the morning? 

The Witness: Eleven at night to seven in the morning. 

Mr. Shawe: Excuse me, Mr. Ford, I don’t know 
977:2 whether the witness fixed the date that he circulated 
that. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, I think you told us, Mr. Mer¬ 
ritt, when you first saw it. A. Yes. 

Q. Could you tell us approximately the date that you cir¬ 
culated it among the men on your turn? A. The same day 
that I circulated it was the first time I saw it. 

Q. Xow, after the last signature was placed on this peti¬ 
tion in your presence, what did you do with it ? A. Turned 
that one over to Orval Smith. 

Mr. Shawe: Orval Smith? 

The Witness: Orval Smith. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Who is he? A. He was acting as our 
representative at the time. 

Q. That is, representative under the Plan of Representa¬ 
tion? A. That’s right. 

Q. Xow, do you remember the day that you first saw 
Fet/.ko in the mill after the strike started? A. The first 
day ? 

Q. Yes. A. I do. 

9773 1 Q. Do you remember the date? A. July 13tli. 

Q. Were you working at that time? A. I was. 

Q. What were your hours that day? A. Three to eleven. 

Q. Where was he when you saw him? A. Coming down 
the mill, I was going up. 

Q. Did you speak to him? A. I did not. 

Q. Did he speak to you? A. He did. 

Q. Do you remember what he said? A. He spoke, he 
said, “Hello.” 

Q. Did he speak to any of the other men that day? A. 
To the best of my knowledge, I only witnessed him speaking 
to one man. 

Q. Who was that? A. A helper down Xo. 3 shear. 

Q. Did any of the other men speak to him that day, as 
far as you know? A. Not to my knowledge, no. 
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Q. Did you talk to anybody, any other man in the mill 
that dav about Fetzko? A. I did. 

9774 Q. Can you tell us the names of the men, the man 
or men, that you spoke to or that spoke to you about 
Fetzko that day? 

Mr. SI 1 a we: What day? 

Mr. Ford: The day that we are speaking of, July 13th. 
The Witness: That I spoke to or spoke to me? 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) That's right. A. Or spoke— 

( c ). That you spoke to or that spoke to you? A. Mr. 
Hoover, Meredith, Bossert, Monahan, Constable, Stair, 
Kearny, Schnabel; I presume about twenty or thirty more. 

Q. Do you know the first names of any of those men ? A. 
1 do. 

Q. Well, now, Mr. Reporter, will you please read the 
names that the witness has mentioned: and as the reporter 
reads them, please, Mr. Merritt, give their first names, if 
you know them, will you? A. Yes. 

The Reporter: Hoover. 

The Witness: James. 

The Reporter: Meredith. 

The Witness: William. 

The Reporter: Bossert. 

9773 The Witness: I can't recall his first name. 

The Reporter: Monahan. 

The Witness: Jack. 

The Reporter: Constable. 

The Witness: Ralph. 

The Reporter: Stair. 

The Witness: Robert. 

The Reporter: Kearny. 

The Witness: Earl. 

The Reporter: Schnable. 

The Witness: Charles. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, now, tell us what was said in 
those conversations, the substance of what was said by you 
and by the other men whom you have mentioned. A. Mr. 
Hoover told me that Fetzko was coining to work the next 
morning, I asked Mr. Hoover what he was going to do. He 
said he was coming out in the morning. I told Mr. Hoover 
I would be along with him. I told the other men that I 
spoke to, “Fetzko is coming out in the morning." I did not 
request any man to come out, although I did tell them I 
was coming out. 
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Q. Was there anything said by you or by the other men 
about working with him? A. They would not work with 
him. 

i Q. Xow, Mr. Merritt, after you turned this peti- 
9770 tion, ’Respondents' 124 for Identification, over to Mr. 

Smith, did you hear anything further about what be¬ 
came of it? A. I did. 

Q. What was that? A. The company ignored it. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I move to strike unless we 
have the conversation. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what was said. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What was said to you; in the first 
place tell us who— A. Orval Smith. 

Q. What did he say? A. He told me the petition was 
ignored, the company could not do a thing about it. 

Q. Was that before or after the day that you first saw 
Fetzko back in the mill ? A. That was before the first dav I 
saw Fetzko. 

Q. Did vou come into the Plate Mill on Julv 14th? A. 

I did. 

Q. Xow, that was the day after you first saw Fetzko back 
in the mill, as I understand, is that correct? A. Right. 

< u ). What time did you arrive at the Plate Mill? A. Be¬ 
tween 6:2,0 and a quarter to seven. 

Q. Were you scheduled to work that day? A. 
9777 Three o'clock. 

1 ( t ). In the afternoon? A. In the afternoon. 

(,). To eleven o'clock at night ? A. Eleven o'clock at night. 

Q. Where did you go what part of the mill did you go to 
after you first arrived there in the morning? A. To the 
time clock. 

Q. On July 14th ? A. The time clock. 

Q. At the time, time clock? A. Yes. 

Q. How long did you stay there? A. Until about five 
minutes to seven. 

Q. What did you do at that point? A. Five minutes to 
seven I went to the furnace room. 

Mr. Shawe: Went where? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Furnace room. 

The Witness: Furnace room. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Was there anybody with you at that 
time ? A. There was. 

Q. How many men were with you at that time? A. I 
would say about fifteen men. 
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Q. Were they men who were scheduled to work either 
from eleven o'clock July 13th to seven o'clock in the 

9778 morning of July 14th or from seven o'clock in the 
morning of July 14th to three o'clock in the after¬ 
noon, that day, as far as you know.' A. Those men were— 

Mr. Sliawe: Which do you mean? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is a double question there, 
i think you had better take it both ways. 

Mr. Ford: Well, I withdraw the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Had any of those men worked with you 
on the previous day on your turn .’ A. The majority of those 
men worked the same turn I did. 

Q. Do you know when those men were scheduled for work 
again? I mean, after the morning of July 14th? A. The 
majority of those men were scheduled to three o'clock. 

Mr. Sliawe: Mr. Examiner— 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) In the afternoon of that day? A. In 
the afternoon. 

Q. Xow, did you get up as far as the furnace room or the 
furnace house? A. I did. 

Q. What did you see when you arrived there? A. I saw 
between in the neighborhood of 1to loO men. 

Q. Xow, will you tell us what happened after you got 
there? A. Mr. Hoover acted as spokesman, Mr. Ryan 

9779 was coming up from the office. Mr. Hoover walked 
up to him. Ryan spoke to him and that part of the 

conversation I did not hear. In the matter of a minute or 
two Mr. Marley, Mr. Dettling came up and this 1 did hear. 
Mr. Marley wanted to know what was the matter and Jim. 
that is, Jim Hoover, as I said before, he acted as spokes¬ 
man, said, “Mr. Marley,” he says, “the men will not work 
with George Fetzko.” 

Mr. Marley asked whoever—he asked Hoover what Ids 
reasons were, and he said, to the best of my knowledge Mr. 
Hoover said that he had turned traitor to our collective 
bargaining and he had heard that he was active on the 
picket line and the majority of the men refused to work. 

So Mr. Marley explained to Mr. Hoover that the company 
could not do a thing about it, according to law, and 1 believe 
he referred to the Wagner Act, that we would have to go 
back to work. 

Mr. Hoover told Mr. Marley that ho did not give a God¬ 
damn if he did ride the crane, he said he would run it by 
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himself, he said the men here made some assertions includ¬ 
ing practically every man in the furnace room, he said will 
not work with him. 

Q. Well, now, what time was it when you and the men 
that you were with left the vicinity of the time clock 
97SO to go up into the furnace room dr the furnace house, 
as you call it.' A. Five minutes to seven. 

< c >. Was the mill rolling steel at that time? A. They were 
not. 


(j>. Had the mill rolled steel before that? A. They had. 

(•). Do you know when the mill stopped rolling steel before 
that? A. About ten minutes of seven. 

( c >. Now, did anything happen after that conversation be¬ 
tween Mr. Hoover and Mr. Marlev? A. There was, Mr. 
Marlev sent a man up for Fetzko V foreman, Clayton Grove, 
and Grove came down. Mr. Marlev told Grove Fetzko 
would 1 have to be removed from the furnace room, that the 
men would not work with him until he was. 

Q. And what happened after that? A. There was a few 
words spoken that I did not hear. Grove, Fetzko, left the 
furnace room, the crowd dispersed. 

Q. What did you do after that? A. Went down to the 
lime clock. 

(>. And then what did you do? A. Stayed there for a 
while. 

9781 i (>. And after that? A. Fetzko came past and after 
he went past, I went home. 

(,). Now. was there any steel rolled on the mill between 
ten minutes of seven, when you say the mill stopped rolling, 
and the time that Fetzko and Grove left the mill? A. Up 
until they left the furnace room, there wasn't steel rolled. 

Q. What time did they leave the furnace room? A. I 
would say about a quarter of eight. 

(>. Did the mills start up again after that ? A. After they 
left the furnace room. 

Q. How long after that? A. It was a matter of a few 
minutes. 

Q. Xow, did vou see Orval Smith up in the furnace room ? 
A. I did. 


Q. When you were up there? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was he there when Mr. Marlev was there? A. He was. 
Q. Did he have any conversation with Marlev? A. The 
only thing that I recall Mr. Smith saying was that he rep- 
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resented the men in the lower part of the mill, that included 
the table gang, the shear group, and the men refused 
978- to work with Fetzko. 

Mr. Shawe: May I have that last answer read back, 

please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the answer. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We will adjourn until two o’clock. 
Will you be back at two o'clock, Mr. Merritt, and don't 
discuss your testimony with any one. 

Two o'clock. 

(Thereupon, at 12:30 o'clock p. m., the hearing was ad¬ 
journed until two o'clock p. m.) 


9786 After Recess 

(Whereupon, the hearing was resumed, pursuant to ad¬ 
journment at two o'clock ]). in.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come to 
order, Mr. Ford. 

Harry Merritt resumed the stand as a witness by and on 
behalf of the Respondents, and having been previously 
sworn, testified further as follows: 

Direct Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Merritt, I believe that you told us 
that you yourself signed your name on one of the sheets of 
Respondents’ Exhibit 124 for Identification. A. Yes. 

Q. Could you pick out your signature for us, please? 

(Respondents’ Exhibit 124 for Identification was passed 
to the witness.) 

A. There it is (pointing). 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The witness has indicated the 
top left-hand signature appearing on the third page of the 
exhibit for identification. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Now, Mr. Merritt, I am going to ask 
you a number of questions, and before I begin I shall ex¬ 
plain what I mean by the phrase, “A person acting in a 
supervisory capacity" and by the word “employee", 

9787 and 1 am going to use both of those expressions in 
questions. 
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When I use the phrase, “A person acting in a supervi¬ 
sory capacity” T mean a person having authority on behalf 
of Bethlehem Steel Company to contract or arrange for 
employment or to terminate employment or to discipline 
an eniployee of that company for poor workmanship or 
for any other reason or to tix or agree upon wages or hours 
of work or working conditions, or to schedule an employee 
of that company for work. 

When I use the word “employee”, I mean any person 
who at any time has been in the employment of Bethlehem 
Steel Company. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you understand those two 
definitions, Mr. Merritt? 

The Witness: I do. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, with reference to the ques¬ 
tions themselves, Mr. Ford, are they any different from 
the others ? 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, I have about three or four ad¬ 
ditional questions in addition to the questions that were 
put to, or concerning which a stipulation was made in con¬ 
nection with the direct examination of the previous wit¬ 
ness. i 1 have not reduced those additional questions to 
writing. 

9788 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I could not help but 
i overhear what Mr. Moore told you, and I think that 
is the proper way to do it, but the questions should be put 
in now and then ask any additional questions which you 
have, isince you have already laid the background for these 
questions. 

It is understood, then, that the stipulation which was 
entered into this morning will apply to the questions which 
you would have asked this witness, which I understand are 
the same 48 questions about which the stipulation was 
made this morning, is that correct, Mr. Ford? 

Mr. Ford: That’s correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And in addition, that the objec¬ 
tions made by Board's counsel this morning to the ques¬ 
tions will apply likewise to these questions, and that the 
rulings made this morning will apply and that the answers 
which would have been given by the previous witness would 
likewise be given by this witness. 

Mr. Ford: That is, to the 48 questions— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: To the 48 questions. 
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Mr. Ford: —that we referred to this morning in connec¬ 
tion with the testimony of the witness, Hoover. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that agreeable to all counsel? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes, that is agreeable. 

9789 Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, now, I under¬ 
stand, Mr. Ford, you have some additional ques¬ 
tions ? 

Mr. Ford: That is correct, Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Merritt, did any person acting 
in a supervisory capacity ever, directly or indirectly, sug¬ 
gest to you that you do anything with reference to Respond¬ 
ents' Exhibit 124 for Identification? A. Xobodv ever 

9790 did. 

Mr. Shawe: Just a minute. May I have that ques¬ 
tion ? 

(The reporter repeated the question as above set forth.) 

Mr. Shawe: Was there an answer? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There was. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the question on the ground that 
it calls for a conclusion, and furthermore it is too vague, 
and I make a motion that the answer be stricken. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand, go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did any person acting in a supervisory 
capacity ever directly or indirectly advise you to do any¬ 
thing with reference to Respondents’ Exhibit 124 for Iden¬ 
tification? A. Xo. 

Mr. Shawe: May I have an objection to this line of ques¬ 
tions? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did any person acting in a super¬ 
visory capacity ever directly or indirectly request you to 
do anything with reference to Respondents’ Exhibit 124 
for Identification? 

Mr. Shawe: Same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling, go ahead. 

The Witness: Xo. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did any person acting in a su- 

9791 pervisory capacity ever directly or indirectly order 
or direct you to do anything with reference to Re¬ 
spondents’ Exhibit 124 for Identification? 

Mr. Shawe: Same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling. 
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The Witness: Xo. 

Mr. Ford: Xo further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Shawe? 

Cross Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Shave) Mr. Merritt, what is the name of the 
department that you work in? A. Sir? 

Q. I'wasn't quite sure—what is the name of the depart¬ 
ment that you work In? A. The 134" Plate Mill. 

9792 ! Q. How many employees were working in that de¬ 
partment, during the month of July, 1937? 

Mr. Ford: Xow— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) If you know. A. Possibly 200 or 
more. 

Q. That would be on all three shifts ? A. That would in¬ 
clude all three shifts. 

Q. Well, were the 200 employees divided equally among 
the three turns ? That is, would you say there were as many 
working— A. Within 1 would say half a dozen. 

Q. Approximately the same number of employees— A. 
About. 

Q. —worked on each turn? Is that 134" Mill divided up 
into various sections? I mean, different types of men do 
different types of work? Is that correct? A. There is the 
furnace room— 

Q. 1 mean, give me the names of the various types of 
work that is done there. A. Furnace room; roll crew. 

Q. Furnace room? A. Roll crew. 

Q. Roll crew? A. Lay-out crew; shear crew; scale crew, 
and loading gang. 

9793 Trial Examiner Bloom: Loading gang? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Any others? A. Office force— 
that is, including the clerks. 

Q. They all go to make up the 134" Mill? A. That is all 
included. 

Q. IIow large an area would you say that the 1.34" Mill 
covered approximately ? 

Mr. Ford: I think that is immaterial, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: In length I would say about two city blocks. 
And in width, part of the building would run about one 
hundred feet wide; the furnace room, I would say, runs 
about two hundred feet in width. 
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9794 Q. How long do you think it would take you to walk 
from one end of the 134" Mill to the other end? A. 

I would judge about five minutes or more. 

Mr. Ford: Well— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a minute. 

Air. Ford: I think that question is immaterial. Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer. It depends on who is doing the walking, and at 
what speed they are walking. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) T am speaking about yourself. How 
long do you think it would take you to walk—I mean, just 
taking your time; not running or anything? A. Five min¬ 
utes. 

Q. What time of the day was it, or night, when you first 
saw Respondents’ Exhibit 124? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: For identification. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) For identification? Approximately. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is the document— 

The Witness: 1 understand. The latter part of the after¬ 
noon of July 13th. I would say shortly after three o'clock. 

Mr. Ford: Now, J wonder if the witness understands 
the question, framed in that way? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let’s have the question 
read. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth). 

9795 Trial Examiner Bloom: Xow, read the answer. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Is that all right ? 

Mr. Shawe: Is that all right, Mr. Ford? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The answer seems to be specific 
enough. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What shift were you working on, on 
Julv 13th? A. Three to eleven. 

Q. I believe you testified that you turned the petition 
over, Respondents’ Exhibit 124, to Mr. Orval Smith, is 
that correct? A. That is. 

Q. What time was it, approximately, when you turned it 
over to Mr. Smith? A. I beg your pardon. I made a mis¬ 
take there. You said the petition that I saw? That was the 
first part of— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Show him that. 

The Witness: That was the first part of July. Not the 
13th. I was confused. 

Mr. Shawe: I am sorry. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, straighten that 

9796 out. 

Mr. Ford: Will you straighten that out, Mr. Shawe, 

please ? 

Mr. Shawe: All right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Show him the paper. 

( t ). (By Mr. Shawe) 1 show you Respondents’ Exhibit 
134- - A. I understand what you— 

Q. for Identification, and ask you to tell me approxi¬ 
mately when was tin* first time that you saw that? A. That 
was in the first day or so of the month of July. In the 
afterhoon, on my turn. I was working three to eleven. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that. 

Mr. Ford: Would you read the answer back, please, Mr. 
Reporter? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

(.,). (By Mr. Shawe) You first saw it after you went to 
work, 1 there, after three o'clock, is that correct? A. (Wit¬ 
ness nods) That is right. 

Q. '(By Mr. Shawe) All of the signatures that you se¬ 
cured, were they all gotten on that same day? 

9797 Mr. Ford: Well, now, I don't know whether this 
witness testified that he secured any signatures. He 

said the men signed the paper in his presence, after he dis¬ 
played it. 

Mr. Shawe: I will strike the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) All of the men who signed Respond¬ 
ents' Exhibit 134 in your presence, when you carried Re¬ 
spondents ? Exhibit around,—did all these men sign Re¬ 
spondents' Exhibit 124 for Identification, on the same day? 
A. The men that I witnessed— 

Mr. Ford: Just a minute. 

The Witness: —signed it— 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, may we have the question, 
please? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 



BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 4907 


Mr. Ford: I don't know whether that question is very 
clear. 

Mr. Shawe: All right, strike the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You stated, I believe—and correct 
me if I am wrong—that certain men signed Respondents' 
Exhibit 124 in your presence, on a certain day, is that 
correct? A. That is correct. The date I don't know. 

9798 I don't know the date. 

Q. Did all of these men sign Respondents’ Exhibit 
124 for Identification, on the same day? A. The men that 
I witnessed signing, signed on the same day. 

9799 Q. Xow I believe you have also testified that you 
turned the Respondents' Exhibit 124 for Identifica¬ 
tion over to Mr. Orval Smith, is that correct ? A. That is. 

Q. What time that day do you recall, was it, when you 
turned Respondents' Exhibit 124 for Identification over to 
Mr. Orval Smith? 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, I do not believe there is any 

testimonv that he turned it over on that dav. It mav 
• • • 

be the fact, but I do not think that has been shown. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. When did you turn 
it over to Mr. Orval Smith? 

The Witness: The following day. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) When, the following day? A. I 
would say sometime around noon. That is, after noon. 
What I mean is that I worked the following day, three to 
eleven, and that was turned over to him before I went on 
turn. 

Q. What time did you leave the mill, the day the men 
signed in your presence? 

Mr. Ford: Well now— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Respondents* Exhibit 124. 

Mr. Ford: Maybe Mr. Merritt stayed around, after he 
turned it in at eleven o'clock, and went home the next day 
after the petition was signed. 

9800 Mr. Shawe: Well, he said he worked the three to 
eleven shift. 

Mr. Ford: Well, there is nothing to show that he went 
home immediately then. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I think the question is suf¬ 
ficiently clear. Go ahead. 

The Witness: I went home shortly after eleven o’clock. 



4908 BETII. STEEL CO. F.T AL. VS. NATL. LABOR BET.. BOARD. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You didn't work overtime, did you? 
A. I did not. 

Q. Did you leave the mill directly after eleven o’clock? 
A. I washed up: went straight home. 

Q. '(By Mr. Shawe) Did all of the men sign Respondents’ 
Exhibit 124, before eleven o’clock? 

Mr. Ford: Now “all of the men that signed in the wit¬ 
ness’ presence’’? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) In your presence, of course. A. Be¬ 
fore eleven ? They did. 

O.'In other words, all of the men signed Respondents’ 
Exhibit 124, who signed in your presence, signed in be¬ 
tween the hours of three and eleven, is that correct? A. 
That is correct. 

9801 Mr. Ford: Three p. m. to eleven p. m.? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is the last answer? 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last answer as 
above set forth.) 

Mr. Shawe: May I see Respondents’ Exhibit for Identi¬ 
fication 124, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Here it is. 

(By Mr. Shawe) Did all of the men who signed Re¬ 
spondents’ Exhibit 124 for Identification, read the type¬ 
written part on the first page? 

Mr. Ford: How does this witness know the answer to 
that question ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, so we won’t have to keep 
repeating this long statement in your questions, Mr. Shawe, 
I think the witness testified that the persons who signed 
in his presence began with the name— 

Mr. Shawe: Hoover. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —However, appearing on the 
second page: the balance of that column, and all of page 
three. I think you testified there were about sixty-five or 
some such ! 

The Witness: Somewheres around sixty-five. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, refer to them as the 
sixty-five, it being understood what he means. 

9802 Mr. Ford: Well, of course, that has not been 
checked, I believe. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well— 

Mr. Shawe: I just checked it. It is sixty-five. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, where the term “sixtv- 
five” is used, it means to apply to the men who signed in 
the presence of this witness. 

Mr. Ford: Very well. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Simply so we won’t have to keep 
repeating. It is confusing, l am sure, to the witness. All 
right, you may go ahead with your question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) The sixty-five men who signed this 
in your presence—do you know whether they looked at the 
typewritten section on the first page? A. Everyone looked 
at that. 

Q. Did you have a conversation with each one of them ? 
A. Nothing more or less than to tell them “there is the 
petition; read it,” and to do as they pleased. Sign or not 
to sign. 

Q. Did you tell that to each one of the sixty-five men? 
A. I did. That they could do as they pleased. 

Q. Do you know whether the sixtv-five men who signed 
the petition worked in different departments in the 
9SO.*] 134" Mill? 

Mr. Ford: Now I think that the witness has said 
that the mill itself was a department. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, by that 1 mean, you told us at the be¬ 
ginning, of the furnace room and the shear room and the 
scale crew; shear crew. Did these sixty-five work in these 
various crews throughout the department? 

The Witness: They were all 134" Plate Mill men. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) They worked in different crews, 
though? A. Different crews. 

Q. What time was it, approximately, that Mr. Hoover 
signed the petition, if you recall ? A. That I cannot say. 
I don’t recall. 

Q. Well, was it before six o'clock or after six o'clock 
would you say? A. All I can say, he started it. lie was 
the first man to sign it. 

9S04 Q. Do you have any idea what time it was? A. 

Well, I will explain it. I worked tonnage, and there 
is times that a tonnage man will have a spell. What 1 mean 
by ‘‘spell” is, they are not working. There is no steel 
being rolled, or sheared. And when I had my spare time 
is when I took the petition around. 1 did not get the signa¬ 
tures all at the same time. I waited until I had a spell or 
spare time to do it in. 
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Q.iWhat crew did you work on, that day, that you took 
this petition around? 

Mr. Moore: May 1 have the question, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: Why, my regular job— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, what was your regular job at 
that time? A. Why, it was shear man. 

Q. Shear man? Are you a shear man at the present 
time? A. I was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don't think he understood the 
question. 

The Witness: You say at the present time? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: At the present time? 

The Witness: I am. 

9805 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Who is your foreman at the 
present time? A. 1 have two: Mr. Ryan and Mr. 

Bottling. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Who is that second, now? 

The Witness: Bottling. 

( t ). (By Mr. Shawe) And were they your foremen the day 
that you took this petition around? A. They was the fore¬ 
men of the plate mill. 

Q. What was the last day that you worked in the mill? 
A. At the present time, you mean? 

Q. Yes. A. Tlmrsdav. 

Q. Does Mr. Ryan have an office? A. He does. 

Q. Boes Mr. Bottling have an office? A. The same office. 
Q. 1 Where is Mr. Ryan's office located with reference to 
where vou work? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) At the present time? A. It is lo¬ 
cated at Xo. 1 Shear—that is, right beside the shear, and 
it is iwithin twenty or thirty feet of Xo. 1 shear. 

Q. Is that the shear where you work? A. That is not 
the shear that I work. My shear is a little over fifty 

9806 feet from there. 

Q. Fifty feet from Mr. Ryan and Mr. Bettling's 
office? A. Xo. 1 shear. 

Q. Well, how far is your shear, where you work, at the 
present time, from Mr. Ryan’s office? A. I will say about 
seventy feet. 
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Q. Would you say that it would be further than the 
length of this room ? A. Oh, yes. 

Q. Can you stand at your shear and see Mr. Ryan’s of¬ 
fice? A. Xo, I cannot. 

Q. Thursday, when you worked, did you see Mr. Ryan? 
A. Carl Dettling was on, then. 

Q. Carl Dettling was at work Thursday. A. (Witness 
nods) 

Q. Do both— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: “Was on turn’' the witness says. 
Q. (By Mi-. Shawe) Do both Mr. Ryan and Mr. Dettling 
work the same turn, or different turns ? A. Different turns. 

Q. Did vou see Mr. Dettline Thursday, when vou worked? 
A. I did. ‘ 

Q. Does lie give you your orders? A. If there is 
9807 anything special, he does. 

Mr. Ford: Just a moment. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, who is your immediate superior 
in the plant? A. My superior is the two turns foreman. 

Q. Who are they? A. Mr. Dettling and Mr. Ryan. 

Q. What do you mean, if there is anything special ? A. 
Other than my work. 

Q. Do you have conversations with Mr. Dettling or Mr. 
Ryan, every day that you work? A. Xot every day, no. 

Q. About your work, 1 mean? A. Xot every day. 

Q. Do you see them every day that you work, one or the 
other of them ? A. I do. 

Q. Are they walking around the plant, to see how the 
men are working? 

Mr. Ford: When is that? At the present time? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) At the present time? 

Mr. Ford: Xow can the witness tell whether they are 
walking around, when he is here? 

Mr. Shawe: He certainly knows whether they are walking 
around or not. 

9S0S Mr. Ford: Well, he is a good distance away from 
the plate mill at the present time. I do, not see how 
he can answer that now. 

Mr. Shawe: I don’t mean at this particular minute. 
Trial Examiner Bloom : When do you mean ? Say. 

Mr. Shawe: I mean last Thursday, when this man 
worked. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Say so. 

The Witness: Mr. Dettling was on turn. 

Mr. Ford: May we have the question, please ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase the question. 

Mr. Shawe: Strike the pending question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Thursday, when you worked and you 
saw Air. Dettling, what was he doing? A. He was going 
to different parts of the mill—shear, scales—his business 
calls him to all. parts ot the plate mill. 

Q. Does he do that every day? A. They do. 

Q. By •‘they*' 1 mean Mr. Ryan and Mr. Dettling? A. 
Mr. Ryan and Mr. Dottling. 

Q. What foreman was on duty the day that you took 
Respondents* Exhibit 124 lor Identification around? A. 
They.were both on. One goes home, 1 would say between 
five and six o'clock. The other one comes out on 

9809 the night shift. 

Q. Did you see both Mr. Ryan and Mr. Dettling 
the day that you took the petition around? A. I did. 

Q. Did they see the petition ? A. They did not. 

Mr. Ford: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, how does this 
witness know whether they saw it or not? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may have showed it to him, 
if he doesn't know he can say so. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How do you know that they did not 
see the petition? A. I didn't show it to them. 

( t >. Well, you don't know whether they saw it, do you ? A. 
They [wouldn't see what 1 had in my pocket. 

Q. Did you have this in your pocket? A. Absolutely. 

Q. Show me how you had it in your pocket. A. I had 
it folded up in my hi]) pocket. 

Q. Like this, like it is folded now? A. Xo, no, no, I would 
see Mr. Ryan and Mr. Dettling, I would probably stick it 
back in like that. 

(Witness demonstrating) 

Q. Will that fit in your pocket ? A. Absolutely, the corner 
i fits in my jacket, the corner fits in and my jacket 

9810 will hold it up. 

i q>. How wide is the split end of your jacket? 

Mr. Ford: What is that question? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 
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Mr. Ford: 1 object to that question, Mr. Examiner, it is 
immaterial, it assumes a state of facts not in evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the previous question and 
answer. 

(The reporter repeated the previous question and an¬ 
swer as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) The corner fits in what? A. Well, I 
will make this clear, men through the mill wear vests, old 
sweaters, sweat shirts, old jackets to protect their shirts 
from grease. 

Q. Well, what T asked you was, could you put Respond¬ 
ents' Exhibit 124 for Identification in your pocket by fold¬ 
ing it once? A. Xot completely in my pocket, the corner 
would be in. 

Q. Do you mind writing your name on a piece of paper 
for me, please? 

(A paper was passed to the witness, upon which he 
wrote.) 

9811 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Xow, 1 direct your attention 
to the second sheet of Respondents’ Exhibit 124 for 
Identification to an X by the name of Pudueovieh; do you 
know what that X means? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Where is it? 

Mr. Shawe: Where do you see that? 

Mr. Ford: Just a minute. 

The Witness: I don’t know, I didn't take it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, his answer explains that, 
he doesn't know that, lie didn't take it. 

All right, go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) All of the men who signed this peti¬ 
tion in your presence, did they sign their names them¬ 
selves in their own writing? A. They did not. 

9S12 Q. Did you sign some of the names? A. I signed 
one name that I recall. 

Q. Whose name did you sign ? A. Marko. 

Q. How do you spell that ? A. M-a-r-k-o, I believe is the 
way you spell it. 

Q. Were there any others ? 


A. That is all that I recall. 
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Q. Well, 1 will show you Respondents’ Exhibit 124 for 
Identification and ask you to look at it and pick out all 
of the names that you signed. 

Mr. Ford: If he signed more than one. 

Mr. Sliawo: 1 think the question is clear. 

Mr. Ford: Well, he testified that he recalled having 
signed one name, and you asked him to pick out the names 
that he signed. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He signed his name and some 
other name, that is plural. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you sign any more? A. My name 
and this Marko. 

Q. Can Mr. Marko write? A. He requested— 

Q. I asked you a question, can Mr. Marko write? A. To 
' the best of my knowledge I presume he can write his 

9813 name. 

Q. I didn't ask you anything else. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let the man finish his answer. 
Mr. Shawe: His answer isn't responsive. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I think,— 

The Witness: He requested that. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Tell me, did you have a conversation 
with him about it ? A. I refused to write it. 

Q. You refused to write it? A. Yes. 

Q. Well, what did he say? A. He asked me to write it, 
he says, “You can put my name down." 1 told him that 
I wanted him to sign and he insisted upon me putting his 
name down. I made him touch the pencil and before wit¬ 
nesses. 

Q. Who were the four witnesses? A. I said before wit¬ 
nesses. 

Q.'Oh, who were the witnesses? A. Standing around 
there. 

Mr. Ford: Just a minute. Will you read that ? 

(The reporter repeated the last question and answer 
as above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Who were the witnesses? A. I do 
not recall their names. 

9814 Q. Tell me exactly what did Mr. Marko say to 
i you, I mean give me the conversation. A. He asked, 

or I told him that was a petition. 

Q. Yes? A. He asked what it was, I explained. 
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Q. What did you say, tell me exactly what you explained 
to him. A. I explained what was in the petition, what it 
consisted of. 

Q. Well, 1 mean, you don't understand what I mean, I 
said just tell me exactly what you told Mr. Marko on that 
occasion. A. it is hard to repeat the words used. 

Q. Well, substantially. A. I said, I explained what was 
in the petition, what it was for and told him if he wanted to 
sign it was O. K., if he didn't, suit himself. 

Q. What did you tell him was in the petition ? 

Mr. Ford: Just a minute, T don't know that the witness 
testified that he told him what was in the petition, he said 
he explained the petition to him. 

Mr. Shawe: I believe he did testify to it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, he may answer, go ahead. 

The Witness: What is your question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What did you tell him was 

9815 in the petition? 

The Witness: It was for the removal of George 
Fetzko and there is three other names on there, I believe, 
it was a removal, that the men would not work with them 
and it was to be given to the company officials. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you say anything else to him? 
A. And I told him that it was up to him, if he wanted to 
sign it was O. K., if he didn't— 

Q. Well, what was Mr. Marko doing at the time you had 
this conversation with him ? A. Helping on the shears. 

Q. Well, the men who signed this petition in your pres¬ 
ence, were they working on the three to eleven shift? A. 
The ones that signed in my shift were working three to 
eleven. 

Q. And were they all at their jobs when they signed the 
petition ? A. They were. 

9816 Q. And were— A. Their locations. 

Q. And they all signed the petition during their 
working hours? A. During their working hours. 

Q. What crew does Mr. Marko work on? A. What is 
that? 

Q. What crew does Mr. Marko work on ? 

Mr. Ford: That is, at the present time? 

Mr. Shawe: The day he signed this petition. 
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The 1 Witness: Well, he worked on the same turn that I 
worked on, that was Xo. 1 crew. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Was that the furnace crew? 

Mr. Ford: Is that name Marko? 

The Witness: Marko. 

Mr. Shawe: Marko, 1 am sorry. 

Mr. Ford: Well, would you clear that up? 

Mr. Moore: Why don't you go back and change the 
spelling ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it is Marko. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, how do you spell Marko? A. 
M-a-r-k-o. 

Q. Well, does Mr. Marko work on the road crew or the 
layout crew, or what crew does he work on? A. Shear, 
shear helper. 

9817 Q. Shear? A. Yes. 

Q. With reference to the shear crew, I believe that 
is where vou work, isn't that correct ? A. Mvself is rotarv 
shear. 


Q. How far away is the loading gang from the shear 
crew? 1 A. You mean the shear crew in general ? 

(>. Yes. A. All three shear? 

Q. Yes. A. Well, they work where the steel is piled after 
it is weighed up, the closest pile to them is within fifty feet 
or less. 

Q. Well, you have given us the names of these various 
crews and it is not very clear in my mind. I will give you 
a piece of paper, I wonder if you will draw me a little 
chart and show me where these various crews are located 
in the mill, naming the various crews. A. I think I can 
explain it here to you this way. 

Q. Just take your time. 


(Whereupon, the witness drew a diagram.) 


Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Have you finished? A. Yes, I have 
marked them, this is the furnace, the furnace room, this 
little building here, (pointing), the furnaces, the fur- 
9818 nace here, the mill, the coal roll, the layout, the 
shears, that is Xo. 2, Xo. 3, Xo. 3, this my shear 
over here, the scale here, the yard. 

Mr. Shawe: Thank you. 
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Q. (By Mr. Shave) What does “mill” mean, does that 
mean mill crew? A. That is the rolling crew, where they 
roll the rolls and the engine room. 

Q. Well, with reference to the rolling crew, how far is the 
shear crew from the rolling crew? A. Several minutes’ 
walk. 

Q. Well, how many feet was yours? A. I would say over 
a hundred yards. 

Mr. Ford: Can we have the materiality of this, I don’t 
see the materiality of this, I must confess. 

Mr. Shawe: It is quite material, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I am a little bit in the 
dark yet, but go ahead, don't take too much time. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How far from where you were work¬ 
ing is the coal crew, coal roll crew ? A. There is only one 
man in the coal roll. 

Q. Well, how far away is that one man? A. It is hard 
to judge the distance, a couple of minutes’ walk. 

Q. How far is the yard from where the rollers 
9819 work ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you read that? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Ford: Who are the rollers, Mr. Shawe? 

Mr. Shawe: Well, I think you testified that the rollers 
worked up in the mill, is that correct? 

The Witness: The mill crew? 

Mr. Shawe: Is that called the mill crew? 

The Witness: The mill crew rolls. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How far is the yard from where the 
mill crew worked? A. The yard starts at the extreme end 
of one building. 

Q. How far is the extreme end of the yard to where the 
mill crew worked? A. The one end, it is about two city 
blocks. 

Q. Did any of the men that worked in the yard sign any 
petition in your presence? A. They did. 

Q. And did any of the men who worked in the mill crew 
sign the petition in your presence A. They did. 
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Q. Approximately how many hours did you spend—if 
you did spend hours—to get the sixty-five signatures? A. 
I don’t— 

9820 Mr. Ford: I object to the form of that question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained as to the form 

of the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) TIow much time do you think you 
spent that day in carrying around this petition? A. That 
I could not say. 

Q. "Well, how long do you think it would take you to talk 
to sixty-five men and present your petition to them and 
tell them what it was? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that as purely speculative, ill*. 
Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Not entirely, I think, the man 
ought to be able to give us an estimate of approximately 
how much time he spent doing this. 

The Witness: Well, that is hard to judge, some men 
picked it up, I laid it down or handed it to them, they read 
and signed it in a minute. Other men took them anywheres 
from two to three, or five minutes before they was through 
with it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Were you paid for your work the day 
you took around the petition? A. I was paid for my work, 
i Q. Did you get paid for the entire day’s work? A. 

9821 I did. 

Q. Was there any time deducted from your pay, 
the time that you spent in carrying around the petition? 
A. I took that petition around in my spare time. 

Q. At what rate are you paid ? A. Tonnage. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Explain that, will you please. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Explain that. A. We have a ton¬ 
nage rate, so many dollars, two dollars, three dollars, what¬ 
ever it may be, per hundred ton, and we get paid according 
to what we roll and weigh up. 

Q. Were you paid the same way the day you took around 
the petition? A. I was paid for my regular job. 

Q. Well, how were you paid the day you took around the 
petition? A. Rotary shear man. 

Q. I mean, at what rate were you paid that day? A. That 
is the tonnage rate. 
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Q. Do you have a base rate? A. No, I don't, I worked 
tonnage. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know what he means by 
a base rate, Mr. Merritt? 

The Witness: I presume he means if we don't make a 
certain amount, I presume that he means, if we don't 
9822 make a certain amount we get paid for it, a given 
amount. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, then, if I understand your tes¬ 
timony, if you go to work a certain day and there isn’t 
much tonnage, you don't make very much money, is that 
correct? A. If we have a poor tonnage, why, our day’s 
rate is low. 

Q. Well, do you have a minimum rate? A. No, we don’t. 

Q. You don't? A. We get paid for what tonnage we roll 
and weigh up. 

Q. Supposing you leave your job to tend to some per¬ 
sonal matter, would some one come and call vou if thev 
' * * 

needed you at your job at that particular time? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that as purely speculative and im¬ 
material, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection to 
the form of that question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you get an hourly rate? A. I do 
not. 

Q. Did you get an hourly rate the day you took the peti¬ 
tion around? A. I believe that hourly rate was in circula¬ 
tion then. 

982*1 Q. What is your hourly rate? A. Well, that is, it 
amounts to a dollar and twenty-four cents a day, that 
is eight hours. 

Q. A dollar and twenty-four cents a day? A. That’s 
right. 

Q. Well, what is the hourly rate? A. I believe that 
amounts to fifteen and a half cents an hour. 

Q. Did you get that hourly rate regardless of whether 
you put out any tonnage or not? A. Well, we do that, yes. 

Q. Well, were you paid the dollar and twenty-four cents 
the day you took around the petition? A. I was. 

Q. Who gave you Respondents’ Exhibit 124 for Identi¬ 
fication the first time that you saw it? A. Raymond Ryan. 
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Q. How do you spell that ? A. R-a-y-m-o-n-d Ryan. 

Q. How do you spell the last name ? A. R-v-a-n. 

( t ). 'Where were you at the time Raymond Ryan gave you 
Respondents* Exhibit 124 for Identification? A. Going 
to my shear. 

1 Q. Did you have a conversation with him at the 

9824 time he gave you Respondents' Exhibit 124? A. 
I did. 

Q. What did he say to you and what did you say to him 
on that occasion? A. Called my attention to this petition, 
he did. 

Q. Well, tell me what lie said. A. He said he had taken 
it around on the previous turn and asked me if I wanted 
to have anything to do with it, and I told him to give it to 
me, I said, “I will either take it around or see somebody 
it* they will take it around." I took it around myself. 

Q. Was Raymond Ryan working on your turn that day? 
A. Xot on my turn, no. 

Q. What turn was he working on ? A. The turn previous. 
Q. What time of the day was it that ho gave you— A. 
Shortly after three o'clock. 

Q. What kind of work does Raymond Ryan do? A. 
Works on the door, it is a general utility man, you might 
say. 

Q. Do you know what a leader of a gang is, did you ever 
hear that expression around the mill? A. I do. 

Q. Was Mr. Ryan a leader of a gang? A. Just— 

9825 no authority. 

! Q. Xo, I mean, but is he one of these leaders of a 
gang? A. He is held responsible. 

Q. Responsible for what ? A. For the work that comes 
under him. 

Q. How many men work under him ? A. Oh, two or three. 
Q. Xow, I believe you told us about a Mr. Ryan who was 
a foreman, what is his first name, so there won’t be any 
confusion, if you know ? A. Deac* is what I know him by. 

Q. Do you know how to spell that first name? A. Xo, I 
don’t. 

Q. Is Raymond Ryan any relation to the foreman Mr. 
Deac Ryan ? A. He is. 

Q. What is the relation between the foreman and Mr. 

Ravmond Rvan ? A. His son. 

« * 
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Q. Raymond Ryan is the son of the foreman? A. He is 
the son of the foreman. 

Q. Were you ever the leader of one of these so-called 
gangs ? A. 1 am. 

9826 Q. And you are responsible for the work of that 
gang also? A. At times. 

Q. What do you mean by “at times'’? A. If I am down 
in my shears 1 am not responsible for the floor gang that 
is working. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you repeat that? 

(The reporter repeated the last question and answer as 
above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) But when you are acting as a utility 
man are you responsible for the gang? A. When I am 
not shearing 1 am up on the floor. 

Q. Well, how much time do you spend as the leader of 
a gang and how much time do you spend on your shear? 
A. That varies, some davs I am down at the shears a whole 
dav, other davs I am down there mavbe half an hour. 

Q. Some days you are a leader of a gang for a whole 
day, is that correct? A. Some days, right. 

Q. What kind of orders do you give to the men who are 
under you, so to speak? A. There is no orders at all to 
be given, it is a just a matter of fact that we have work 
to do and such as working stock, recuts, coal rolls, and 
taking out scrap from the shears. 

9S27 Q. Do you tell— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let the man finish. 

Mr. Shawe: I am sorry. Are you finished? 

The Witness: And we all know it has to be done and if 
it isn't done it is usually the leader that the foreman conies 
to and tells him to get it done. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you tell the men what has to 
be done on your particular gang? A. They know what 
has to be done, they can see the same as I. 

Q. Does the foreman tell you what has to be done? A. 
If we don't do it, if don't do our regular work he will tell 
us to get it done, tell me or the leader of the gang, who¬ 
ever that may be, the other gangs. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You then tell the other men at 
those times? 
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The Witness: Any man that I am working with on the 
floor 1 will tell him we have to do this or we have to do 
that, whatever it may be. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, does the leader of a gang get 
more money than the men who work under him? A. His 
tonnage rate is higher. 

Q. Your tonnage rate is higher than the men who work 
under you? 

Mr. Ford: As a leader of a gang, when he is the 

9828 leader of a gang? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think the answer in¬ 
cluded that, if it doesn’t— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, explain just what your rate is 
as compared to the men that work under you when you are 
leader of a gang. A. It is a matter of a few cents on a 
hundred ton more than the helpers. 

Q. Does Mr. Raymond Ryan work on the same shift with 
his father, the foreman, does he? A. His father works 
just tin* two shifts, daylight and night-time. 

Q. Well, does his son work on either one of those two 
shifts? A. And his son works on number—I don’t recall 
just which number it is now, but he works on one turn, and 
when we were working steady they followed through, three 
turns in twenty-four hours, the way the mill rolled. 

Qj Well, would there be some times when both the father 
and son work in the same shift ? A. There would be some 
times. 

Q: Then the father, the son, would take his orders from 
his own father, is that correct ? A. That would be right. 

Q. Is Raymond Ryan and his father living in the 

9829 same house, do you know? A. They do as far as 
I know. 

Q. Does your father work in the mill? A. He does. 

Q. What is your father’s name? A. Charles 0. Merritt. 

Q. And what does your father do? A. He is a foreman, 
foreman over the narrow gauge in Franklin. 

Q. Was your father a foreman in the months of June and 
July, 1937 ? A. He was. 

Q. Do you live with your father? A. I do not. 

Q. Do you ever visit your father? A. I do. 

Q. Does your father know George Fetzko? A. I don’t 
believe he does. 
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Q. I wasn’t quite sure, I just want the record to be sure, 
did you also act in the capacity of a gang leader during 
the month of July, 1937? A. Just when I was up on the 
floor. 

Q. How long have you been a gang leader? 

Mr. Ford: Well, I suppose by that you mean how long 
has it been since he acted as a gang leader for the first 
time? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

9830 Mr. Ford: Did they call them gangs then? 

The Witness: How long have I been on that job ? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

The Witness: I would sav about four or five vears. 

• % 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How long have you been working in 
the mill? A. A little better than ten. 

Q. Did you ever hear that Mr. Fetzko had made a com¬ 
plaint about your father? A. About my father? 

Q. Yes. A. To the best of my knowledge, no. 

Q. Did you ever hear that Mr. Fetzko had taken up a 
grievance with one of the men that worked in his depart¬ 
ment about your father in the Open Hearth Department? 

Mr. Ford: Is that George Fetzko? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes, George Fetzko. 

The Witness: To the best of my knowledge, I do not 
know. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Could you tell me how long Mr. 
Raymond Ryan had been working in the mill, if you know? 
A. He has been in at least seven years. 

Q. Has he always worked in the same department where 
his father works? A. He has always worked in the 

9831 134" Plate Mill, to the best of my knowledge. 

Q. Did Mr. Raymond Ryan sign Respondent’s Ex¬ 
hibit 124 for Identification? A. I don't know. 

Mr. Ford: Could you show it to me, Mr. Shawe? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Would you know his signature if 
you saw it? A. 1 wouldn’t know his writing, I would know 
his name. 

Q. Will you look at Respondents’ Exhibit 124 for Iden¬ 
tification and tell me if you see his writing? 

(Respondents' Exhibit 124 for Identification was passed 
to the witness.) 
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Mr. Ford: I Think the witness has testified that he would 
not recognize the man’s writing, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Shawe: He did not so testify, I don't believe, Mr. 
Examiner. Will you read the last statement? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I will let him look at it. 
Mr. Ford: I suggest that the question be rephrased, Mr. 
Examiner, first, to ask the witness whether he sees the 
man's name. 

Tifia! Examiner Bloom: All right, suppose vou do that. 
Mr. Shawe: Well, all right. 

9832 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Tell us if you see Mr. Raymond 
Ryan’s name on Respondents’ Exhibit 124 for Iden¬ 
tification. A. I can’t find it, I can't find his name. 

Q. You don’t see his name on there any place, do you? 
A. I see John M. Ryan, but that is— 

Q. He is the man that gave you the petition, is that cor¬ 
rect ? A. This Ryan here is a young fellow. 

Q. That is not Raymond Ryan? A. Xot the same. 

( t >. What did Mr. Raymond Ryan say to you again when 
he gave you the petition? 

Mr. Ford: I think that that question has been answered, 
Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Shawe: Strike the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I believe you testified that you gave 
this petition to Mr. Orval Smith the following day, is that 
correct? A. That’s right. 

( v >. Did you take it home with you that evening? A. I did 
not. 

<2.i Where did you leave it? A. I put it in my locker. 

Q. In the mill ? A. In the mill. 

9833: Q. Is Mr. Raymond Ryan working at the present 

time, do you know? 

Mr. Ford: Today, you mean? 

The Witness: Today? 

Mr. Shawe: Last week, if you know. 

The Witness: He was working last week. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did he work during the month of 
June, 1937 ? A. June ? 

Q. Yes. A. He did. 

Q. Do you know whether he went out on strike? A. He 
did not. 

Q. Did you go out on strike ? A. I did not. 
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Q. Did you over get any written instructions from the 
foreman or any one in your department ? A. Concerning 
what? 

Mr. Ford: About what? 

Mr. Shawe: Concerning your work? 

The Witness: Not concerning my work. no. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you over receive any orders? 
Mr. Ford: In writing? 

Mr. Shawe: In writing. 

The Witness: Xo. 

9S34 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever see any orders 
posted on any bulletin boards around the plant? A. 
As to everybody ? 

Q. Vos, as to the nature of the work in the plant, general 
instructions. 

Mr. Ford: Wait a minute, I think that is a little too 
general. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don't understand that. 

Mr. Shawe: Strike the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever see any general instruc¬ 
tions posted on the bulletin board about work in the mill ? 
A. I saw safety notices. 

Q. Did you ever see any notices written in the handwrit¬ 
ing of any of your foremen ? A. The bosses put up notices 
when to call for work the day wo were finishing up. 

Q. Who schedules you for work? A. We follow our turn, 
that is the turn we are on, when they are scheduled we work. 

Q. Who tells vou what turn vou are to be on? A. Wo 
know what turn we are on. 

Q. How do you know that? A. If we are Xo. 1 crew, we 
stay on Xo. 1 crew until something turns up that the boss 
may remove us. 

Q. Well, if something turns up, who notifies you? 
9835 A. The foreman. 

Q. Mr. Ryan or Mr. Dettling? A. Dettling or 

Ryan. 

Q. And was that true during the month of July, 1937? 
A. It was. 

Q. I show you Respondents’ Exhibit 124 for Identifica¬ 
tion, and direct your attention to the fourth sheet, blank 
sheet, have you ever seen any paper like that before other 
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than itlie paper, other than the other three sheets that the 
petition is written on. > 

(Respondent's Exhibit 124 for Identification was passed 
to the witness.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wait a moment, please—where 
is the pin ? 

Mr. Shawe: I don't know—here is the pin, it fell out. 

Mi\ Ford: Do you mean the type of paper? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

Mr. Ford: The size and the quality itself? 

Mr. Shawe: The size and quality. 

Mr. Ford: The color? 

Mr. Shawe: The color. 

The Witness: That type of paper could be used any 
place. 

Q. (By Mi-. Shawe) Do you use that kind of paper 
9836 in the mill? A. I couldn't say whether it is just ex¬ 
actly the same kind or not. 

Q. Does it look like some of the paper you have seen 
around the mill ? A. It bears a resemblance. 

Mr. Ford: Just a minute, Mr. Examiner, I don't quite 
understand the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that. 

Mr. Ford: Of course, he has seen that paper around the 
mill— 

Mr. Shawe: I am speaking; of paper other than the 
sheets of paper in Respondents' Exhibit 124. 

Mr. Ford: I think it is immaterial if he has seen paper 
like that around the mill or not. 

Mr. Shawe: All right, strike the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose we take a short recess. 

(Whereupon, a short recess was taken, after wTiich pro¬ 
ceedings w’ere resumed as follows:) 

9S37 Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

i Q. (By Mr. Shaw’e) Mr. Merritt, do you know Mr. 
Orval Smith personally ? A. I do. 

Q. Did have a conversation with him during the past re¬ 
cess? A. I did not, outside of—he asked me if I had my 
dinner. I said, “Yes.” 
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Q. Is that all he said? A. He offered me a piece of candy, 
and I told him I didn't want it. 

Q. Is Mr. Orval Smith an employees' representative now, 
under the Plan of Employees' Representation, at the pres¬ 
ent time? A. At the present time he is. 

Q. Was he an Employees' representative before the 
strike, last June? A. He was not. 

Q. Who— A. He was the alternate. 

Q. Who was the employees’ representative before the 
strike, last June? A. George Fetzko. 

Q. Mr. George Fetzko? A. Right. 

9838 Q. Well, tell me, how did Mr. Orval Smith come to 
be an employees' representative if you know? A. 

First alternate, and he filled in. 

O. Filled in what? A. As representative of the 134" 
Plate Mill. 

Q. Did he take Mr. George Fetzko ? s place as an em¬ 
ployees’ representative? A. He did. 

Q. Well, does an alternate automatically take the em¬ 
ployees' representative's place? A. I always understood it 
that way. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When? When? When? 

Mr. Shawe: Strike the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, can you just describe how the 
Plan works in that respect? T mean, how did Mr. Orval 
Smith, for instance, come to be an employees' representa¬ 
tive? A. Well, whenever Mr. Fetzko was removed. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, I think the Plan is in evidence. 
Mr. Shawe: Well— 

Mr. Ford: It speaks for itself. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, of course it does not tell 
how Mr. Orval Smith became a representative. 

Mr. Ford: I don't believe that was the question. 

9839 I think the question was directed to the Plan. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read it. 

(The reporter repeated the question as above set forth.) 

Mr. Ford: Well, that is— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know how Orval Smith came 
to be an employees’ representative? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Mr. Ford: He is the first alternate, the witness testified. 
The Plan speaks for itself. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, he is the first alternate, 
the witness has said. lie has also said that he is a repre¬ 
sentative. Now, the Plan is in evidence, and we know how 
the Plan operates, hut there is no evidence showing how Mr. 
Orval Smith became a representative, after having first 
been an alternate. And if this witness knows how that 
transformation came about, he may tell it. 

9840 The Witness: I understand that when a repre¬ 
sentative is removed or quits, or anything would hap¬ 
pen to him, such as death, moves away from town, the first 
alternate takes his place. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did Mr. Fetzko quit his job? A. 
To the best of my knowledge, he did not. 

Q. Do you recall the election held under the Plan of Em¬ 
ployees' Representation, last March? A. It was held in 
March. I don't know the exact date it was held. 

Q. Did you vote under the Plan, last March ? A. I did. 

Q. Did Mr. Orval Smith run for representative, if you 
know ? A. He did. 

Q. Was he opposed by Mr. Fetzko? A. He was. 

Q. Did Mr. Fetzko defeat Mr. Orval Smith in the elec¬ 
tions? A. He did. 

Q. Is Mr. Fetzko a representative at the present time? 
A. A representative? 

Q. Yes. A. To the best of my knowledge, I don't know. 
He is not representing the 134" Plate Mill. 

9841 Mr. Shawe: Xo further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford, do you have 
anything further? 

Mr. Ford: Just a minute, please Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: While you are waiting, I have 
a question I want to ask Mr. Merritt. 

Mr. Merritt, what is a plate top, what is that? The things 
that you— 

The Witness: Tank top. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: A tank top, what is it used for? 
The Witness: Those circles I cut out. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What are they used for? 
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The Witness: Oh, gasoline containers, and similar 
things. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: About how many gallon tanks? 
1 mean, how big are the gasoline container tanks? 

Tin* Witness: Oh, I don't know exactly. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are they different sizes? 

The Witness: I have them anywhere—that is, I cut cir¬ 
cles anywhere from lit) inches up to 100, a little better, in 
diameter. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all. When the witness 
was asked this morning to describe his work, he did that 
rather fairly, but he didn't tell us what the tops were 

9842 used for. I just wanted him to tell it. 

Mr. Moore: I am not sure now, that it is clear. 
If it is clear to you, it is all right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well—at least I am a little 
clearer. If I muddied up the waters for you, why, I am 
sure you will straighten it out. 

Mr. Moore: Well, as I understand it, the tank top is 
merely a part of the tank. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. 

Mr. Moore: That is, one section. The part is the top— 
they all have to be riveted together. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. 

Mr. Moore: There are tank tops, bottoms, and sides. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Surely. 

Mr. Moore: They are all riveted together. That is, one 
part of the operation, is that right? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Of making the tank. 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is what I understand. 
That is why I said—or called them the “tops". 

Mr. Moore: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you also make bottoms? 
The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When the bottom is upside 
down, it is the top, is that right? 

9843 The Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Sliawe: Mr. Examiner, with the consent of 
Mr. Ford, I would like to ask the witness one or two other 
questions. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I wasn't quite sure, Mr. Merritt: 
Do you know what shift Mr. Fetzko was scheduled to re¬ 
port to work on. the day after July 14th? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 'Well, now, which day? July 
14th? 

Mr. Shawe: July 14th. that he came to work, after the 
strike. 

The Witness: The day that he came to work? 

Q. (By Mi*. Shawe) Yes, do you know what shift he was 
selleduled to work on ? A. Seven to three. 

Q. And what shift were you working on at that time? A. 
1 was working three to eleven. 

Q. Then you all weren't working on the same shifts? A. 
Xo, we weren't. 

Mr. Shawe: Thank you. 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Merritt, were your wages in¬ 
creased within the last year? A. The tonnage rate was 
not. 

9844 i Q. Well, was your tonnage compensation increased 

during the last year? A. There was a small hourly 
rate given. 

Q. Do you know how large? A. Well, I think it was five 
cents an hour, something like that, I believe. Now, there 
are several hour rates. I don't know whether that was 
given 1 before the year of '37 started, or just the exact date. 

Q. Well, go back, then, to the increase in wages prior to 
the last one. How much was that, do you recall? Tell us 
if you recall that. A. Well, now, there was no hour rate at 
all up there in the Plate Mill, here a year or two ago. 

9845 Q. And then what hour— A. And then they gave a 
: five or seven, something like that, cents an hour rate. 

Q. And after that, what happened? A. Then there was 
another given: it was built up until it reached fifteen and 
one-half cents an hour. 

Q. Well, in other words the fifteen and one-half cents an 
hour, or the dollar and twenty-four a day that you spoke 
about, is the total of the two last wage increases that you 
received, is that right ? A. That is right. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, when vou sav 
‘‘you" do you mean yourself individually? 

Mr. Ford: This man, individually. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Or all employees? 

Mr. Ford: This man individuallv. 

* 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see. 

Mr. Ford: Xo further questions 

Recross Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, when you received your in¬ 
creases, did they affect all of the employees? Did all of the 
employees receive the same increases? A. There was an 
hourly rate given all employees. 

Mr. Shawe: Thank you very much, Mr. Merritt. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all. Thank you. 
9846 Call your next witness, please. 

(Witness excused.) 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Hoffman. 

George R. Hoffman a witness called by and on behalf of 
the Respondents, being duly sworn, was examined and tes¬ 
tified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

( t >. (By Mr. Ford) What is your full name, Mr. Hoff¬ 
man? A. George R. Hoffman. 

Q. How do you spoil your last name? A. H-o-f-f-m-a-n. 

Q. What is your home address? A. 127 Coal Street. 

Mr. Shawe: What street, please? 

The Witness: Coal, C-o-a-1. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Coal? 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Johnstown? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What is your occupation, Mr. Hoffman? A. Heater 
at the Plate Mill furnaces. 

Q. How long have you been a heater at the Plate Mill ? 
A. About fifteen years. 

Q. Did you hold that job in the month of June, 1937 ? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. And in the month of July, 1937? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Can you tell us briefly what your duties are? 
A. What is it ? 


9847 
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Q. Can you tell us briefly what your duties are? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you do? 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What do you do on that job? A. 
Well, the cranes bring the steel that comes down from the 
slab mill, and I put it in the furnaces. We get it up to the 
rolling temperature, and then it is brought out and taken 
down to the tables and on down to the mill, and rolled out. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that back. 

(Thereupon the reporter read the answer as above set 
forth) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What part do you play in that? A. 
Why, I bring the steel up to the right temperature for roll¬ 
ing. 

Q. How is the steel, when it is in the form of slabs, placed 
in the furnaces— A. Well— 

Q. --that you are connected with? A. We would be there 
at the controllers; we raise the door to let the crane put the 
steel in. After the crane comes out, we put the doors back 
down. 

Q. And how is the steel taken out of the furnaces? 
9S48 LA. By the same manner. Raise it, to let the crane 
go in and pick it up, and when he brings it out and 
starts away from the furnaces, why, we put the door back 
down. 

Q. How are the doors on the furnaces controlled? A. 
They are electrically controlled. 

Q. And who controls those doors ? A. Either the heater 
or the helper. 

Q. Bo you— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, if I may inquire. 
Does the steel come out of the same door that it goes in? 

TheiWitness: Yes, usually, unless they get two or three 
of them, sometimes they—sometimes the heat is so great 
that they have stuck together, then at such a time they will 
pull two or three out of the one door, where maybe they only 
put one or two in, but ordinarily it comes out of the same 
door that it goes in. 

9849 Q. How large are the slabs that are put in the fur¬ 
naces? A. Well, I think—I have had some as small 
as eight hundred pounds. Some as heavy as sixteen thou¬ 
sand. 
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Q. At what temperature are they removed from the fur¬ 
nace? A. Well, depends on the grade of steel, kind of steel. 

Q. What is the minimum temperature of rolling temper¬ 
ature of steel? A. Well, I would say the lowest is about 
twenty-two hundred. 

Q. Degrees Fahrenheit? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And what is the highest ? A. Run around twenty-four 
hundred and fifty. 

Q. Do you know George Fetzko? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did he ever work in the Plate Mill ? A. Yes, sir, he did. 
Q. What was his job when he worked there? A. In¬ 
dia rge-of-crane man. 

Q. Did he operate one of these cranes that you referred 
to? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That put the slabs in the furnace, and took them 

9850 out? A. That is it. 

Q. Do you remember when the strike among the 
employees of Cambria Plant began, last Spring? A. Do I 
remember when that started? Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know what day of the week it was? A. Friday 
night, if I remember rightly. 

Q. Do you remember the date? A. Well, I think I heard 
it mentioned here, June 11th. 

Q. Did you work during the strike? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where did you work, during the strike? A. Where? 
Q. When you work, where were you working? A. At my 
regular work, heater. 

Q. Heater in the Plate Mill? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you remember the day that George Fetzko reported 
out to work, after the strike? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Were you working, that day? A. Seven to three. 

Q. Do you know when Fetzko was scheduled to work, that 
day ? A. I think the same turn as I was. 

Q. Between the beginning of the strike and the day 

9851 that you have just referred to, when Fetzko came 
back to work, did you have any conversations with 

any of the other men in the Plate Mill, about Fetzko? A. 
Yes. After we seen him on the picket line, a general talk 
around. 

Q. Can you tell us the substance of what was said? A. 
Well, one of them says he was elected representative and 
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wasn't in there to do his duties. If anvbodv had anything 
to bring up, why, he wasn't there. And another one was, 
his activities on the picket line, that he was seen often. 

Mr. Hose: May we have what was said, please? 

The Witness: What is it ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what was said. As far 
as you can remember, please. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Tell us what was said, Mr. Hoffman. 
A. Well, some of them mentioned that they seen him up at 
the Upper Franklin Gate, when there was a bunch up there. 
A pretty wild bunch. 

Q. Well, was there anything further said about Fetzko 
that you can remember, during that period? A. What 
is it? 

Q. Was there anything further said about Fetzko, that 
you can recall, during that period? A. I didn't get the first 
part of that. 

9852 Q. Did you hear anything further said? A. Oh. 

Q. By the men, about Fetzko? Anything addi¬ 
tional to what you have told us? A. Well, on account of 
his activities in there, that it was our general talk about 
the man, and among the men, that they would not work 
with him. 

Q. Do you know James Hoover? A. Yes, sir. 

0. Did you ever discuss Fetzko with Hoover, during this 
period? A. I have. 

Q. Ckm you tell us what was said in that connection? A. 
Well, 1 can't just give you word for word, but— 

Q. Just the substance. Just the substance of what was 
said. A. lie says, “Fetzko is coming back." 

I asked him, “When?" 

And he says, “Tomorrow. Are you going to work with 
the son-of-a-bitch ?" 

I said, “T am, like hell," or some words to that effect— 
“to hell with him.’' That is what I said. 

Q. Well, when did you have this conversation with 
Hoover? A. 1 think it was the morning before the—the 
day before. 

9S53 1 Q. The day before Fetzko came back to work? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. What shift was Hoover working at that time? A. 
Hoover relieved on the turn, for me, three to eleven. 
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Q. Hoover relieved you, the day before? A. Xo, Brant re¬ 
lieves me, and Hoover relieves Brant. And Grazier re¬ 
lieves me. You see, there is two heaters on each turn. 

Q. Well, did you work the day before Fetzko came back 
to work? A. Yes, sir, seven to three. 

Q. What turn did you work then ? What turn did Hoover 
work, that day? A. Three to eleven. 

Q. And when did you have this conversation with him? 
A. When he was coming up there, you see, he has to pass me 
to get over to his end of the work. 

Q. Did you ever discuss Fetzko with any of the other 
heaters? A. Alex Brant. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How do you spell that? 

The Witness: B-r-a-n-t. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Anybody else? A. Ed Grazier. 

9854 Q. Anybody else? A. Peter Troch. 

Q. Anyone else? A. I have spoken to Russell Bell, 
but not as much as the others, because he worked the op¬ 
posite end. 

Q. Can you spell Mr. Grazier’s name? A. G-r-a-z-i-e-r, 
I think it is. 

Q. What is his first name ? A. What is it ? 

Q. What is his first name? A. Edward. 

Q. Can you spell Mr. Troch’s name? A. Peter, T-r-o-c-h. 
Q. How do you spell Mr. Brant’s name? A. Alexander 
Brant—B-r-a-n-t. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) How many heaters were working on 
the seven to three turn, the day Fetzko came back to work? 
A. Two. 

Q. Who were they? A. Myself and Alex Brant. 

Q. Do you remember how many furnaces were operating 
at that time? A. I think there was six on. 

9855 Q. How many heaters worked on the preceding 
turn? A. Well, there is two on each shift; and there 

is three shifts a day. 

Q. Well, do you know the names of the two men that 
worked on the shift preceding the shift that you worked on, 
that day? A. Peter Troch and Russell Bell. 

Q. What time did you arrive at the mill, that morning? 
Mr. Rose: What morning was that? 
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Q. (By Mr. Ford) The same morning we are talking 
about, when Fetzko came back to work, July 14th I think is 
the date. A. I)o you mean, to start on the job or— 

Q. Xo, at the time you arrived from your home at the 
mill. A. Well, about 6:30. I passed through the furnace 
house, but I have to go down below to punch my card, and 
then come back up to my furnaces. 

Q. Was the mill rolling steel when you arrived? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. What time did you actually start to work there? A. 
Why, I judge about twenty minutes of seven, or a quarter 
of seven. 

Q. Well, was the mill rolling steel at that time? A. Yes, 
sir. 

9S56 Q. How long did the mill continue to roll steel? A. 
Well, up until about ten minutes of seven, I would 

sav. 

* 

Q. What happened then ? A. Well, I finished Xo. 7 heat, 
drawing it, and then charged it up. Pulled the switches 
out and went down to Xo. 5 and pulled the switches out on 
Xo. 5, because I wasn't going to draw no more steel, if 
Fetzko was going to work. 

Q. Was this ten after seven, or ten of seven? 

Mr. Rose: Ten minutes of seven. 

The Witness: Ten minutes of seven, when the mill fin¬ 
ished. When I finished Xo. 7 heat. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) I believe you used the expression 
“drawing Xo. 7 heat’'. A. You see, the crane draws it out 
first takes the heat of steel out to the upper hot mills, then 
it goes down to the lower hot mills, then goes to—goes in 
the door—and leaves what he took out. 

Q. What is a heat ? Is that what we call a batch of steel? 
A. It consists of anywhere from four to eight slabs of steel. 

Q. Are those slabs numbered? A. What is that? 
9857 Q. Are those slabs numbered? A. No—yes, the 
islab—well, the heats are numbered, too, but not our 
furnace heats, I don't think. Each slab has— 

Q. I think you used the expression—excuse me—I think 
you used the expression, “Xo. 7 heat.'’ A. Well, that is 
meaning Xo. 7 furnace. 
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Q. Oh, moans Xo. 7 furnace? A. The heat coming out of 
Xo. 7 furnace is called “Xo. 7 heat.” It should be worded 
“Xo. 7 furnace.” 

Q. As I understand it, hot steel was drawn out— A. Yes. 
Q. —of the Xo. 7 furnace, and taken down to the mill, and 
you saw the slabs put into the furnace to be heated? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. And then you pulled out the switch, is that right? A. 
(Witness nods). 

Q. Xow, who was operating the crane that drew the steel 
out of Xo. 7 furnace, just before you pulled the switch? A. 
That is something I couldn't say exactly, because they had 
been mixed up. 

Mr. Ford: Will you repeat the last answer for me? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

9858 Q. Well, was that craneman George Fetzko, do you 
know? A. Xo. 

Q. Xow, I think you have used the expression, “Pulled 
the switch,” is that right, Mr. Hoffman? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What did you mean by that? A. Well, electric wires 
are in a conduit line that come down from overhead, and 
then they come up through a switchbox. There is a handle 
on the side, and then from there they go on up into the con¬ 
troller. By pulling the switch out, why that cuts the elec¬ 
tricity off from going up into the controller. In other 
words, you can't work the controller—you can work the 
controller but there is no results. 

Q. That is the controller of what ? A. Electricity, through 
the controller. 

Q. What does the controller operate? A. The doors. 
They raise the doors. 

Q. The doors of the furnace, is that right? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. If the door on the furnace is closed and the switch is 
pulled, is it possible to open the door of the furnace? A. 
Absolutely not. 

Q. Well now, I asked you a question which prob- 

9859 ably misled you somewhat, Mr. Hoffman. I would 
like to clear it up. I believe that you said that the 

steel was drawn out on Xo. 7 furnace, and that furnace was 
charged again. A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. With slabs ? And it was just after that that you pulled 
the switch on the mechanism that controls the door on the 
furnace? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Is that correct? Can you tell us definitely whether or 
net George Fetzko was the craneman that took the steel out 
of Xo. 7 furnace, or charged it in? A. Xo, he was not. 

Q. You are certain about that, are you? A. Yes. 

Q. Xow, after you pulled the switch on the furnace, what 
did you do after that? A. Well, I step back through the 
columns, like, and Fetzko was sitting down at the lower end 
of the furnace house, on the steps. And I stepped back 
over to this side, and the crowd was starting to congregate 
around there, and when I turned my face down that way 
again, why, he had moved from the other side, over to the 
odd side, as we call it—you see, one side is the even mini- 
i her of furnaces, and the other side is the odd side. 

9860 In other words, he moved over from Xo. 4, over to 
the front of Xo. 3, and was sitting on the steps. 

Q. Well, I think you said that after you pulled the 
switches on one furnace, you went down to see if the 
switches were pulled on the other? A. Down to Xo. 5. 

Q.i What did you find when you got down there, in refer¬ 
ence to the switch ? A. The switches were out. 

Q. Did you see anybody do that? A. Xo, I didn’t. 

Q. Were you in charge of that furnace at that time? A. 
Which ? 

Q. The Xo. 5? A. Xo. Alex Brant had charge of that 
one. 

Q. Why did you pull the switch out on Xo. 7 ? A. Because 
T had charge of that furnace. 

Q. I know, but why did you pull it out ? A. So that there 
would be more steel drawn out of there. 

Q. Until what time? A. Until Fetzko left. 

Q.i Xow after the heat that had been taken from Xo. 7 
furnace, before you pulled the switches, was rolled, was 
i there any additional steel rolled again that morn- 

9861 ing? A. Xone at all, until after Fetzko went out. 
That is, I heard he went out. 

Q. What time was it when you saw him last that morning 
in the Plate Mill ? A. Well, I judge about a quarter of eight, 
or thereabouts. Some time about that. 
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Q. And what time was it when you pulled the switch at 
the Xo. 7 furnace? A. Shortly before seven o'clock. 

Q. What is your best estimate of the number of men who 
were working in the Plate Mill on the seven to three turn, 
that morning? A. Well, on an average, roughly we have 
around eighty. 

Q. IIow many men were working after that last slab from 
the heat from Xo. 7 furnace was rolled, until Fetzko left 
the Plate Mill? A. There wasn’t a damned tap of work 
done as far as I know. 

Mr. Rose: I didn’t hear that last answer. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last answer as 
above set forth.) 

Q. Xow, how many men were present in the furnace house 
when Fetzko moved over to where the Xo. 3 furnace used 
to be? A. Well, I judge anywhere from 125 to 150. 
9862 Q. Do you know where those men worked? Where 
their jobs were? A. Well, the majority of them, 
right in the Plate Mill. There was very few outsiders. 

Q. Did you see Mr. Hoover about that time? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was he doing? A. Well, he was in among the 
crowd talking to some of them. We was at another point 
talking to another bunch. Everybodv was having a “con¬ 
fab.”^ 

Q. What were you talking about? A. Everybody about 
the same thing—Fetzko. 

Q. Well, what were they saying? A. Well, they were— 
would just refuse to work, or they wouldn’t roll any steel 
until he was taken out. 

Q. Did you see Mr. Marley there? A. He came on the 
scene later on. 

Q. Was Mr. Ryan there? A. He came there shortly be¬ 
fore Mr. Marley came, I believe. 

Q. Did they have any conversation with any of the men? 
A. Xot until the spokesman for the heaters and spokesman 
for the lower end started talking to him. 

Q. Who were those men? A. Jim Hoover and Orval 
Smith. 

Q. Jim Hoover was spokesman for the heaters, 
and Orval Smith— A. For the lower end. 


9863 
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Q. i —for the other end of the mills, is that right? Did 
you hear any of that conversation? A. Xo, I didn’t. 

Q. Well, after that conversation took place, what hap¬ 
pened next ? A. Well, I wanted to hear the conversation, 
and me and Brant was setting there at Xo. 5, when I looked 
around the column, why, here was Marley and Ryan and 
the hunch talking all together. So I went over to—and here 
one man left, and I found out later that he went up after 
Clayton Grove, electrician foreman. 

Q. Did you see Clayton Grove? A. Yes, he came down 
and went over and talked to Fetzko. 

Q. What happened after that? A. Well, as they was 
walking away from the steps, this Marley met them about 
halfway between the steps and the coke box, and he walked 
out with them. And as far as Xo. 7 furnace, after that, I 
didn't pay no more attention to them. And in a few min¬ 
utes after that, why, somebody says, “There goes Fetzko 
out," so we started the mill rolling again. 

i Q. Well, did you hear any conversation between 
9S64 Grove and Fetzko? A. Xo, 1 did not. 

i Q. Well now, how much time elapsed between the 
time that vou heard someone saw ‘‘Fetzko had gone out," 
and the time when the mills started to operate again? A. 
Well, ijust long enough to get the cranemen on the job and 
get a slab out, would be maybe two or three minutes at the 
most. A verv short time. 

Q. Well now, between the time that the last slab from the 
Xo. 7 furnace was rolled, that is, before you pulled the 
switches, and the time that you heard someone say that 
Fetzko had gone out, were the rolls in the rolling mill mov¬ 
ing? ;A. Yes, they was what we call idling. 

Q. Were any— A. The engine runs at reduced speed. 

Q. Were there any slabs going through the rolls? A. Xo, 
no. Absolutelv not. 

O. Was there anything mechanically wrong with the mill 
that morning, as far as you know? A. To my knowledge 
there was not. 

Q. Did you see Clayton Grove give George Fetzko’s el¬ 
bow a sort of a kick, at any time that morning? A. Ab¬ 
solutelv not. Tliov was in mv view of him, I would sav 
i the length of this room, and they were just walking 
9865 side by side. 
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Mr. Rose: What do you mean, the length of this room 
or the width ? T see you indicated— 

The Witness: Well, this way (indicating). I don't 
know. The room looks pretty near square to me. This 
room is about the length of one of the furnaces, 1 imagine. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. IToffman, I show you Respond¬ 
ents' Exhibit Xo. 124 for Identification and ask vou to look 

% 

at it and tell us if you have seen it before? A. Yes, sir, I 
have. 

Q. Where did vou see it ? A. In the furnace house of the 
134" Plate Mill/ 

Q. When was that? A. The exact date I don't know, but 
I think it was the first week in July, sometime. 

Q. Well, did anybody speak to you about it at that time? 
A. Somebody said, “There is a Fetz—there is a petition 
down on Xo. fi bench, you go down there and look at it, suit 
yourself what you want to do with it.” 

Q. Do you remember who that was ? A. What is it ? 

Q. Do you remember who that was? A. I think Fred 
Gary. 

Mr. Rose: Who? 

The Witness: John Gary—Fred Gary. I don’t 
9M)T> know which his first name is. 


Q. (By Mr. Ford) How do you spell his last 
name? A. G-a-r-v. 

Q. Well, did you do anything with reference to the peti¬ 
tion ? A. I read it over and signed it. 

Q. Xow. Mr. Hoffman, I am going to ask you a number 
of questions, and before I begin I shall explain what I mean 
by the phrase “a person acting in a supervisory capacity," 
and by the word “employee." Both of which expressions 
I will use in the questions. When T use the phrase “a per¬ 
son acting in a supervisory capacity" I mean a person 
having authority on behalf of Bethlehem Steel Company to 
contract or arrange for employment, or to terminate em¬ 
ployment, or to discipline an employee of that company 
for poor workmanship, or for any other reason, or to fix 
or agree upon wages or hours of work, or working condi¬ 
tions, or to schedule an employee of that company for work. 
When I use the word “employee," I mean any person who 
at any time has been in the employment of Bethlehem Steel 
Company. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: 'Would you read that definition? 

(Thereupon the question was read by the reporter as 
follows: 

“Question. Xow, Mr. Hoffman, I am going to ask 

9867 you a number of questions, and before I begin I shall 
explain what I mean by the phrase ‘a person acting 

in a 'supervisory capacity,' and by the word ‘employee.' 
Both of which expressions I will use in the questions. When 
I useithe phrase ‘a person acting in a supervisory capacity’ 
I mean a person having authority on behalf of Bethlehem 
Steel'Company to contract or arrange for employment—”) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xow just a minute. Mr. Hoff¬ 
man, do you understand that part of it? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

(The question was read by the reporter as follows: 

“—or to terminate employment—” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xow that particular part of it; 
all right, what does that mean to you? 

The Witness: Why, if you get fired, or quit, or anything 
like that, there. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, read the next part. 

(The question was read by the reporter as follows: 

“—or to discipline an employee of that company for poor 
workmanship, or for any other reason—’’) 

Mr. Ford: What does that mean? 

The Witness: That means give you hell, if you don’t 
do your work right. 

(The question was read by the reporter as follows: 

9868 “—or to fix or agree upon wages or hours of 
work, or working conditions—”) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, what does that mean? 
Mr. Ford: There were two things there. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, yes, there were two. Read 
it back. 

(The question was read by the reporter as follows:) 

“—or to fix or agree upon wages or hours of work—” 
Trial Examiner Bloom: What does that mean? 
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The Witness: That would be—well, if there was an ad¬ 
justment in wages. 

Mr. Ford: Read that. 

(The reporter repeated the answer of the witness as 
above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that what vou said? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

(The question was read by the reporter as follows:) 

44 —or working conditions—" 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What does that mean, ‘‘or work¬ 
ing conditions'’? 

The Witness: Well, the conditions under—that you 
work under, the hours and department, or wherever 
9S69 you are working. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xow read that last part 
again. I thought I heard something else in there. 

(The question was read by the reporter as follows:) 

“—or to schedule an employee of that company for 
work—" 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What does that mean? 

The Witness: Well, to notify you when the mills are 
going to start, or whenever they are going to shut down, 
or when you change positions, or anything like that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. Mr. Ford. 

Mr. Ford: Well, may I ask the witness one or two ques¬ 
tions ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. I just wanted to 
make sure that he had these definitions thoroughly in mind. 
Otherwise these categorical answers won’t be of much as¬ 
sistance. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, Mr. Hoffman, according to 
your understanding, is there anything else that a person 
who has power to discipline an employee can do, besides, 
as you say, “give them hell"? A. Well, they give you time 
—time off for poor workmanship, or not paying attention 
to your work, or something like that. That all comes 
under discipline. 

9870 Q. Well— 
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Mr. Ford: I have no further questions, apart from 
the forty-eight questions that I asked of the witness 
Hoover this morning. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. Now, it is under¬ 
stood that the same procedure that we followed with the 
witness Hoover and the witness Merritt will apply to this 
witness. Is that agreeable to all counsel? 

Mr. Rose: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We will not have the necessity 
of repeating that. 

Mr. Rose: That is ageeable. Have you finished, Mr. 
Ford? 

Mr. Ford: Yes, I am finished. 

Cross Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Where was Respondents' Exhibit 124 
for Identification, when you first saw it? A. Laying on the 
bench in the front of No. (5 furnace, between No. 6 and 5, 
we call it. 

Q. About how large was the bench? A. Why, it was just 
a piece of plank stuck into the steel column, that we sit down 
on to eat or if we get a minute to spare, to sit down on it. 
It is about a two by ten, I guess, about five foot long. 

Q. And where was the petition? A. Lying right 
on it. 

9S71 i Q. Did you see any signatures on it? A. I believe 
there is two above mine name. 

Q. Did you see anyone in the vicinity of that bench, as 
you call it, at the time you signed the petition? A. No, 
everybody was busy at the time when I had a spell. You 
see, when I am busy, they have a chance for a spell, and 
when I have a chance for a spell why, they are busy. And 
this is the first chance I got to get a spell, why, I went down. 

Q. Well, when you went down to sign this petition, did 
you find it quickly? A. I knowed just where to go for it. 

Q. Well, was it in plain view? A. Yes, sir, right out in 
the open, no more than it is right here, just as if it would be 
laying on this corner here, only open. 

Q. Do you mean— A. Well, cut this table in about half, 
a little less than half. 

Q. When you say ‘‘it was open’’ can you tell us what you 
mean by that ? A. Just as it lays right there. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean with the front page 
facing up ? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

9S72 Trial Examiner Bloom: The first page? 

The Witness: Mav have been turned that wav. 
(Indicating). 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) What turn were you working on; 
what turn were you working on the day you signed the po¬ 
tion, do- you recall ? A. Day turn, seven to three. 

Q. Seven a. m. to three p. m. ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You say that the petition was lying on this bench 
near a furnace. What furnace is that? A. Xo. fi furnace. 

Q. What foreman has charge of the furnace house? A. 
What is it ? 

Q. What foreman had charge of the furnace house on 
that day? 

Mr. Ford: Which one, Mr. Rose? 

Mr. Rose: What? 

Mr. Ford: Of which men in the furnace house? There 
may have been more than one. They came under the juris¬ 
diction of more than one foreman. 

Mr. Rose: Well, I will withdraw that question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Who was your foreman of the fur¬ 
nace house? A. Well, one turn, in the day turn, one 
9873 week we have Ryan, and the next night turn we would 
have Dcttling. 

Q. I mean on the day you signed the petition ? A. That 
I don't remember just who the foreman was, that particular 
day. 

Q. Well, would you say that it was either Ryan or Det- 
tling ? A. Oh, it had to be one of them two, yes. 

Q. Xow, after the strike began, who was it. as far as you 
know and recall, that spoke to you about George Fetzko? 
A. Why, I think it was some man by the name of Yalmert. 
I don't know, I guess it is Yalmert, or something like that. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) I believe you testified that you have 
had conversations. A. Had what? 

Q. I believe you testified that you had conversations with 
various men during the period from after the strike began 
up to the time George Fetzko reported for work. A. Yes. 

Q. Concerning George Fetzko? A. (Witness 
9S74 nods). 
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Q. Now, dul those conversations take place during 
working hours? A. Yes, I believe they did. 

Q. Now, up to the time you signed the petition, can you 
give us any idea about how many men had spoken to you 
about George Fetzko and how many men you had spoken to 
about George Fetzko? A. Well, 1 don't get much time to 
talk to anybody else except the heaters that relieve us or 
that we relieve. 

Q. Well, do you know whether the other men in the Plate 
Mill were talking about George Fetzko? A. It was general 
talk all through the Plate Mill. 

Q. Did you say that just before you signed the petition 
you had a conversation with a man by the name of John 
Gary; was that the name? A. No, he mentioned there was 
a petition down there, look at it and suit yourself about it. 

Q. Was that the first time you heard about the petition? 
A. That's the first it was around. 

Q. Who is John Yalmert ? A. That fellow sitting back 
there, a recorder. 

Q. What is a recorder's job? A. Well, as the slabs are 
Cut from an ingot in the slab mill, each slab is 
9S73 stamped with an individual number and his job is 
marking these numbers, what place in each furnace 
that each slab goes and then the rolling order from the office 
is made out accordingly, the sizes and weights of that slab, 
what it is supposed to be rolled into, he has got to keep that 
straight. 

Q. Is he called a recorder boss? A. No, just a recorder. 

Q. Is there any one who is called a recorder boss? A. 
No, not that I know of. 

Q. Well, does the recorder tell any men what to do with 
reference to the slabs ? A. No, that is our job and we know 
what to do with it, when the crane brings it over, if it is an 
ordinarily high grade of steel in carbon or something like 
that, \\'hy, he will notify us of the change in the carbon in 
the steel. 

Q. Who notifies you? A. The recorder, but as far as hav¬ 
ing authority, a foreman or boss, why, he does not. 

Q. I didn't ask you that. A. Well, I thought that’s what 
you meant by the question. 


BKTIf. ST ERL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 4947 

Q. Xo, well, doesn’t the recorder direct the crane, crane¬ 
men, in the movement of the slabs? A. Xot any more than 
if lie wants to change from the regular routing, the regular 
routine of charging and drawing, if they want to 

9876 stick a cold one in between all the hot ones, why, then 
lie would leave the craneman directions where to find 

that particular cold slab. 

Q. Does lie have authority to make such a change? A. He 
gets his orders from headquarters, from the office. 

Q. And does he transmit these orders to the craneman? 
A. Yes, he comes out and hunts up that number of the slab 
on the cold steel. When he finds it he sends it back to the 
burner man to have it burnt, and then tells the craneman 
where to put it and notifies the heater that it is coming. 

( c >. lie tells the craneman where to put it, is that correct? 
A. Yes, sir. 

9877 Q. T believe you said that during the period after 
the strike and up to the time Fetzko reported back 

to work there was talk that Fetzko was elected as a repre¬ 
sentative and wasn't there to do his duty? A. Right. 

Q. Am I correct in that ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What did you mean by that? A. Well, lie was elected 
representative and wasn't in the mills to take up anything 
that may come up. 

(>. Do you know whether anything did come up while he 
was up there? A. Well, that wasn't my job, I couldn't get 
away from my job to ask every man if he had anything to 
take up. 

Q. Well, did you ever have anything to take up with him? 
A. Well, I took several things up with him but couldn't get 
no results on them, so I went after it myself and by luck I 
got it. 

Q. What was your last reply? A. I said by luck I got it. 
Q. What do you mean by luck? A. Well, getting a break. 
Q. Well, who did you got the break from? A. Well, I 
guess T went after the right party. 

9878 0. What does that mean, who was the right party? 
A. The higher-up, higher up than he went to, maybe. 

Q. Who was that ? A. Mr. Howells. 
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Q. Who is Hr. Howells ? A. I believe lie is either super¬ 
intendent or general superintendent of the Franklin Di¬ 
vision. 

(j. And what did you get from Mr. Howells? A. Well, we 
got light space behind the furnaces. 

Q. When was that ? A. Oh, I guess shortly before the 
strike or after, 1 don't know just exactly, I didn't mark 
them things down. 

Q. Don't you think that Mr. Fetzko took that up? A. 
Well, he took it up, but as far as the taking up goes, he done 
his duty, I don't say he didn't do his duty on that part, but 
he diddi't keep after it or no doubt he would have got them 
for us. 

Q. So you got them even though you weren't an em¬ 
ployees' representative, is that correct? A. Yes, because 
there was an added safety measure. 

Q. That is why you got it ? A. Absolutely. 

9879 1 Q. I see. A. That is the reason I wanted them. 

| Q. Now, on the day that Fetzko reported for work, 
at what time did you report at the mill? A. What time did 
I punch in, you mean ? 

Q. Xo, what time did you get to the Plate Mill ? A. Well, 
I usually hit the back end about 6:30. 

Q. Xo, I mean what time did you get there on that day, 
do you! recall? A. About 6:30, my regular time, that takes 
about five minutes to walk down and punch in, and five min¬ 
utes back up, then I am ready for work. 

Q. When did you punch in ? A. Well, the exact minute I 
can't state, but I judge it was around six, I would say six- 
twenty-five, six-thirty, along there, maybe six-thirty. 

Q. Where did you punch in? A. At the regular clock, 
regular office. 

Q. Did you see other men at the regular clock? A. What 
was that first? 

Q. Did you see other men at what you say is the regular 
clock? A. Yes, there is always some stands around there, 
there is men working around there. 

9880 Q. Xo. I mean on the day that Fetzko reported for 
work? A. Yes, there was. 

Q. Did you see Mr. Hoover there? A. Xo, he come after 
I punched. 
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Q. He came after? A. You see, I just go down, punch my 
card in and go right back up and go to work. 

Q. Is that what you call the regular clock, was that also 
called the time clock? A. Yes, time clock, it stamps the 
time on your card. 

Q. Is there an office there? A. Yes, inside that same 
building where the clock is on. 

Q. Whose office is there? A. Turn foreman of the Plate 
Mill. 

Q. Name, please. A. Ryan and Dettling. 

Q. Do you know Raymond Ryan ? A. I know him slightly. 

Q. Did you see him that morning? A. Xo, I didn't. 

Q. Do you know Raymond Ryan to speak to? A. Oh, I 
know him to speak, he works up there the same as the rest 
of the men do. 

Q. Well, after you had punched in, what did you do? A. 
Well, I go right up to my cupboard, open the cup- 

9881 board— 

Q. I am talking about not what you usually do, but 
what you did on the day Fetzko reported for work. A. That 
is this, what I am telling you, went right up to my cupboard, 
opened the cupboard, take my jacket out, take my clothes 
off, hang them up, puy my working jacket on and go over— 

Q. Did you have occasion to go back to the time clock on 
that morning? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Where did you meet Mr. Hoover, if you did meet him 
that morning? A. I didn't meet Mr. Hoover, he came up to 
where I was working. 

Q. How long after you had started work was that, how 
long after did he come up? A. I guess a matter of any¬ 
wheres five, ten minutes, maybe a few minutes more. 

Mr. Ford: Will you read that question, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Ford: Well, now I don’t know if that question is a 
fair one, Mr. Examiner, I didn’t get a chance to ob- 

9882 ject, it assumes, I think, that the man had started to 
work, that may be the fact, but I don’t know whether 

it is or not. 

Mr. Rose: I understood he said he had. 
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Mr. Ford: He said he went to his place of work, but 
whether he actually started to work, I don't know. 

Trial Kxaminer Bloom: Find out. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you start to work that morning? 
A. 1 was working when Iloover and the rest of the bunch 
came up. 

Q. Came up where? A. From wherever they come from, 
from their homes, I don't know where they come from, but 
they come up to the furnace house. 

Q. You say they all walked into the furnace house? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Did they say anything to you or any one of them say 
anything to you? A. Well, we talked among ourselves 
there. 

Q. About how large a crowd was there? A. Well, exact, 
I don't know, but I judge 125 to 150 men. 

Q. When was the last day you worked? A. When before 
tile strike, or after, or during? 

Q. Xo, I mean before you came here. A. Today? 

9883 Q. Yes. A. I believe Thursday. 

1 Q. Did you see Mr. Ryan on that day, Mr. Rvan or 
Mr. Dettling? A. Yes, yes, 1 was three to eleven, you see, 
I get tt> see the day turn foreman and when the night turn 
foreman comes on, I get to see him: 

Q. Well, do you see the turn foreman in the furnace 
house? A. They come up through. 

Q. On the days you work? A. They come up to see how 
things are going. 

Q. About how many times a day, do you know ? A. Well, 
anywhere from one to a dozen times. 

Q. A dozen? A. Depending on what is going on. 

Q. And did they do that during the month of July, 1937? 
A. Well, no more than the regular trips. 

Q. I mean, the usual trips. A. Yes, they were around lots 
of times, they may come up, we are behind the furnace, we 
don't know they are up there, sometimes we come out tap¬ 
ping cinders, out of there, or something, and they are gone. 

• Mr. Rose: Xo further questions. 

9884 Trial Kxaminer Bloom: Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Ford: Xo further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Kxaminer Bloom: That is all, thank you. 

(Witness excused.) 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Call your next witness. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Brant. 

Alexander Brant a witness called by and on behalf of the 
Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined and tes¬ 
tified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What is your full name, Mr. Brant? 
A. Alexander. 

Q. What’s your last name? A. Brant. 

Q. How do you spell that? A. B-r-a-n-t. 

Q. What is your home address? A. 556 Glenwood Avenue, 
Ferndale. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Glenwood? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Rose: How do you spell that, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: G-l-e-n-w-o-o-d, is that right? 
The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Ferndale? 

9885 The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What is your job at the pres¬ 
ent time, Mr. Brant? A. Heater. 

Q. Where? A. Plate Mill. 

Q. Is that Franklin, the Franklin 134" Plate Mill? A. 
Yes. 

Q. How long have you been a heater in that mill? A. I 
guess about maybe fourteen years. 

Q. Did you have that job in June, 1937? A. Yes. 

Q. July? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you remember when the strike started among the 
employees of the Cambria Plant last June? A. I think I do. 

Q. Do you remember what day of the week that was ? A. 
Well, I was three to eleven when it started on a Friday 
night. I went home at eleven o’clock, it started then on a 
Friday, I had three to eleven. 

Q. Do you know the date? A. I don’t know the date, I 
know it was on a Friday night. 

9S86 Q. Did you work after that Friday during the 
strike? A. Yes, I worked Saturday and Sunday. 

Q. Do you remember the day that Fetzko returned to 
work? A. Yes. 
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Q. Were you working that day? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was your shift that day? A. Seven to three. 

Q. Do you know what shift Fetzko reported out for work ? 
A. At the—on the same turn he was on, the same turn I 
was on, he came out to work that turn, it was seven to three, 
lie was on our shift. 

Q. Between the Friday that the strike started and the 
day that Fetzko came hack to work, reported back for work, 
was there any conversation among the men in the Plate Mill 
about Fetzko, as far as you know? A. That was from the 
Friday night that he came back? 

Q. Xo, from the beginning of the strike? A. He came 
back. 

Q. Between the beginning of the strike and the day he 
came back ? A. Yes, there was a conversation that we posi- 
tivelv would not work with him. 

Mr. Shawn: Let's have the conversation. 

Mr. Ford: That is what the witness is giving. 
9S87 The Witness: What do you want ? 

Mr. Shawe: Who said that? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us who was there, who said 
it, and what they said. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Do you remember the names? A. Oh, 
you have to take and make the names? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: I would say I went up to Hoffman there 
and said, “Hoffman, what do you think about it?" And he 
said, “Well, we ain't going to work with him,” I said to 
another fellow, “Kramer, what do you think about it?” 
“Wliyj we ain't going to work with him, either,” and that 
was tht conversation and we positively wouldn't work with 
him, nd)t only him but the other ones, the other two. 

Mr. Shawe: What other two? 

The Witness: John and Frankie Corbett, that is in our 
department, positively wouldn't work with him. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Do you remember the names? A. 
That is for the date— 

Q. Do you remember the names of any of the other men? 
A. Which other men ? 

Q. That you talked to about Fetzko between the beginning 
of the strike and the day that he reported back for work? 
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A. Xot only—well, I might have told Hoffman or somebody, 
but nobodv else, that is all. 

9888 (^). Mr. Brant, I show you Respondents' Exhibit 124 
for Identification, and ask you if you ever saw it be¬ 
fore. 

(Respondents’ Exhibit 124 for Identification was passed 
to the witness.) 

A. I ought to have, my name is up at the top there, there 
wasn't nobody signed before me, I surely have seen it. 

Q. When did you see that, do you remember? A. Yes, 
sir, I seen it when Fetzko was supposed to come out to work 
that morning, I don't know what date it was, but he was 
supposed to come out at seven o'clock. This was signed 
before he come out, though, about a week before. I guess, 
as far as I know, because we had decided that we would not 
work with him, see, and we signed that. 

Q. Well, do you mean to say that you saw that the day 
that he came back? A. Xo, no, no, that was signed before 
he come back, a week before he come back, right after the 
strike we signed that. Xo, that was signed a week before 
he came back. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When did you sign it, Mr. 
Brant, please? 

The Witness: T couldn't tell you when I signed it, but it 
but it was right after we started to work that us men talked 
together that we just decided that George wasn’t no fit man 
to work with us, see, and we decided that we wouldn't 

9889 work with him and we get this petition, and it was 
brought out there and laid down to see how many 

men would refuse to work with him. 

I signed it and the rest of them signed it, and we said we 
said we wouldn't work with him, that was the whole thing 
in a nutshell. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, Mr. Ford. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you see George Fetzko the day 
that he reported back for work? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Xow, as T understand it, you were scheduled to work 
the same turn yourself? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Were there any other heaters on duty at that time? 
A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. How many others? A. One of them, that is my turn, 
Hoffman, me and Hoffman. 

Q. Did you see Fetzko that morning? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you talk to him ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did he talk to you? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Tell us what you said and what he said. A. Let him 

repeat it himself, he is sitting over there, or should 

9S90 I repeat it ? I told him he had lots of guts to come 

'out because we wouldn't work with him. He said 

“Who?*- T said, “The whole damned mill won't work with 

vou." And that is what I told him. 

• 

( c >. (’an you open and close the furnace or furnaces that 
you have charge of, did you open and close the furnaces 
that you have charge of that morning? A. You mean, not 
the furnace, the door? 

Q. The doors? A. Yes. 

Q. How are those doors operated? A. Oh, electricity. 

Q. Did you do anything with reference to those doors 
that morning? A. Yes, I pulled the switches out as soon as 
I went out. 

Q. What time was that ? A. Well, that was before seven 
o'clock .maybe iifteen or twenty minutes before seven. 

Q. And what effect does pulling the switch have on the 
door? A. You couldn't raise them. 

Q. Well, why did you do that ? A. Why, so if I went back 
behind that and somebody wanted to raise them up and 
let him go in, why, they couldn't do it, because he wasn't 
going to draw a slab out. 

9891 Q. By “him", who do you mean? A. George 
Fetzko. 

Q. Well, now, tell us what happened after that? A. Well, 
after that, just about seven o'clock there was a whole mob 
come up through the mill, T mean a mob, I guess that means 
a couple of dozen or two, and they stopped by 5 and (I. 
George had been over before that across the run and sat 
down on the stop over there. 

After they got to talking and this mob come over, he 
come over to Xo. 5 and sit there. 

So Mnrley come up, I guess, I was over at Xo. 6 I didn't 
hear the conversation, but anyway they had to send for 
Mar ley, of course, to see what was going on then, they had 
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to send for Grove. Grove, motioned for George to come 
over in front of 5, in the middle of 5, and Grove and Marley 
come over and talked and George and them walked on up 
between 5 and 7. That is all I seen of them and then we 
started the mill up and went ahead and rolled. 

Q. What time did they go out? A. I judge it was very 
near eight o’clock, because in the conversation and all that 
there stuff going on from seven o’clock, it don’t take long 
for an hour to pass. I judge it was very near eight o'clock 
when they went out, to the best of my knowledge. 
9S92 Q. Did you hear any of those conversations? A. 

Xo, I was too far awav to hear anv of them, I don’t 
hear nothing. 

Q. Did you hear any statement made by Mr. Marley or 
Mr. Hoover? A. Xo, I did not. 

Q. Or any— A. I didn’t hear none of them make any 
statement at all. 

Q. Or Mr. Grove? A. Xo. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford, I would assume that 
“no” includes all the lesser parties. 

The Witness: All I heard was what they told me, if they 
said that you can't do nothing, they said, the fellows told 
me, but I didn't hear, vou see thev said, and Mr. Marley 
said, that you have got to work with him. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) That is what you were told later on? 
A. I was told later on. 

Q. Mr. Brant, did anybody tell you to pull the switches 
on the furnace? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. That day? A. Xobody told me nothing, no. 

Q. Did anybody suggest to you that you do that ? A. Xo, 
sir, nobody didn’t suggest to me nothing. 

9893 Mr. Ford: Xo further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, any cross? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

9894 Cross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Brant, I have never been in¬ 
side of a steel mill, what do vou do as a heater? 

Mr. Ford: Could I have that question? 

The Witness: What did you say? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 

Mr. Shawe: Read the question. 

The Witness: What do you do in a heater? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, just a moment, please. 

(The reporter repeated the pending question, as follows: 

“Qi Mr. Brant, l have never been inside of a steel mill, 
what do you do as a heater?’-) 

The Witness: Well, I heat steel, that is, put the steel in 
and get it hot enough to roll. When it is hot enough to 
roll, then I roll it, that is all I can explain to you, it has to 
be hot to be rolled. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) IIow long does it take for you to 
get up enough heat to heat this steel.’ A. Weil, that is dif¬ 
ferent, sometimes you can do it quick, sometimes it takes a 
long time. If you have got a good gas, or something like 
that, you can make it heat quick, or if you have got low 
carbon, you can make it quicker than you can high carbon. 
You hav • got 15 inch and 3 inch steel; you can't get 15 inch 
steel as hot quick as 3 inch steel, you see, we get all 

9895 that difference to contend with. 

Q. Well, how long would it take to get rolling heat 
on the plates, do you kow what I mean by that ? 

Mr. Ford: Just a minute, Mr. Examiner, it seems to me 
that question is too general, as the man explained, it de¬ 
pends on the size of the steel and perhaps the temperature 
desired, or the temperature of the slabs when put in. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What kind of plates— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know what I mean by rolling 
heat ! A. Yes. 

Q. iGo ahead, explain it to us. A. All right. I’ll do that. 
Say I was getting a heat of 15 carbon. Well, I would fol¬ 
low out with that, keep going ahead, I would get a heat of 
50 carbon, ! couldn't do that, I couldn't follow out with 
that, iI would have to let it soak, maybe it would take an 
hour or more to roll that there 50 carbon where a 15 carbon, 
or something like that, you could just push it and keep on 
going, but if you get a high carbon you would have to let it 
in maybe for an hour. 

Q. Did you ever have the necessity in the mill for hav- 
! ing a heat as high as IS hundred Fahrenheit? 

9896 A. What? 
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Q. Do you know what T mean by 1800 degrees 
Fahrenheit? A. Xo, 1 don't. Brother, not me. I have 
heard of 24 degrees and like of that, but I never heard of 
that there stuff. 

Mr. Ford: You mean 2400 degrees? 

The Witness: Ilot, yes, 2450, and we have some we have 
to have the machine on that tests the machine, 22 and 100 
and we get a furnace down w> 1000 and then bring them 
u]) like that, you know, but where you got that 80 there, I 
never heard of that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: lie said IS. 

The Witness: 18? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1800. 

The Witness: We have laid them down to 16 and we had 
them 21, then we get them 24, like that, as long as we don't 
have a machine on it you know we have got to use our eye, 
that is all. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How long would it take you to get up 
to 1800 heat? 

Mr. Ford: From what temperature to what temperature? 

Mr. Shawe: i mean, for inctsance, the burners are all out. 

The Witness: You mean the furnace to be cold? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

9897 The Witness: When you started up? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

The Witness: Well, I judge it would take for a cold fur¬ 
nace, it would take you eight hours to get it up to that de¬ 
gree, that is lighted up. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Xow, T believe you testified on the 
day that Mr. Fetzko came back to work, you pulled the 
switches out? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Would that turn the heat off? A. Xo, I didn't turn 
the heat off, I just kept the doors from going up, I didn’t 
bother the heat at all. 

Q. That does not have anything to do with the heat ? 
A. Xo. 

Q. What do those doors do, open and shut by electricity? 
A. Yes. 

Q. Do you know George Fetzko's brother? A. John? 

Q. John Fetzko? A. Yes. 

Q. Was his name included in that petition? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That you was asked to sign? A. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Ford: Xow, just a minute, will you look at the 

9898 petition, Mr. Brant? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Ford: Will you read that question, Mr. Reporter, 
please? 

(The reporter repeated the pending question as above 
set forth.) 

The Witness: Yes, it is George and John, both is here. 

Mr. Ford: Just a minute, Mr. Examiner, I think the peti¬ 
tion speaks for itself. 

Mr. Sliawe: The petition is not in evidence, I don't think 
the question is quite clear, though. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Ford: 1 withdraw my objection. 

The Witness: I don't think the question is clear at—I 
don't think the question was clear at the time, either. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) When you were asked to sign the 
petition, did you notice that the writing— A. I wasn't 
asked to sign the petition. 

Q. Well, when you signed the petition— A. Yes. 

( t >. Did it state on the petition that George Fetzko and 
John Fetzko be removed “from employment in our midst”? 

Mr. Ford: Xow, L think that the paper speaks for 

9899 itself, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Sliawe: Well, the paper is not in evidence, 
Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Ford: That doesn't make anv difference, it still 
speaks for itself. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is the petition— 

The Witness: The petition isn't right at that, only the 
two men, there was more than two men included in that, 
George and John Fetzko wasn't the only two, there was 
Frankie Corbett, wasn't it? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

The Witness: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Was John Fetzko included in that 
group of men that you men didn't want to work with? 

Mr. ,Ford: The same objection, Mr. Examiner. 

Triql Examiner Bloom: Well, he is not referring, the 
question does not refer to the petition, then? 
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Mr. Shawe: I am not referring to the petition. 

Mr. Ford: Could I have the question, please? 

(The reporter repeated the pending question, as fol¬ 
lows : 

“Q. Well, was John Fetzko included in that group of 
men that you men didn’t want to work with’’?) 

Mr. Ford: I think that is immaterial, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is the difference, 

9900 that is not part of the petition? 

Mr. Ford: That isn’t part of the petition. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What difference does it make? 
Mr. Shawe: I will tie it up. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Ford: Could I have an offer of proof as to how Mr. 
Shawe proposes to tie it up? 

Mr. Shawe: Certainly. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is not necessary, go ahead. 
Mr. Shawe: May I have that last question answered? 

Mr. Ford: This comes in over my objection? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Subject to the objection. 

Mr. Ford: Subject to the objection? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Ford: Very well, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Shawe: Will you read the last question, Mr. Re¬ 
porter ? 

(The reporter repeated the pending question as above 
set forth.) 

The Witness: Well, I couldn’t answer that question clear, 
but I could take and say how that was brought out. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Tell us how that was brought out. 
A. All right, he might not have been mentioned, see, but 
at the same time he was just as bad as the others and we 
said if we don’t work with one we won’t work with 

9901 the rest of them and we found them all and we 
wouldn't work with the all of them, and he was in¬ 
cluded in after, that was my opinion of it, yes, because if 
one, if they was both as has the other, and we just figured 
we wouldn’t work with either one of them— 

Q. You wouldn’t work with John because he was 
George’s brother? A. Not that, but he went out, he didn’t 
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come to work, he stayed out on the picket line and he didn't 
come back to stay with us, and we took and figured him just 
as bad as George was he wasn't as bad as George, but we 
figured him that wav anvwav. 

Q. Did you ever see John on the picket line? A. No, sir, 
I didn't. 

Q. IIow did you know he was on the picket line? A. Fel¬ 
lows told me he was, that is all I know, bv hearsay, that is 
all. 

Q. Who told you that? A. I couldn't tell you who told 
me, there was so damned much talk around I couldn't 
tell vou that. 

Q. Mr. Brant, after you signed the petition, did you 
ever see John Fetzko working in the Plate Mill? A. Yes, 
sir, he worked after I signed the petition. 

Q. After you signed the petition, did you ever see George 
Fetzko work in the Plate Mill ? A. Xo, sir, he didn’t. 

9902 Q. Did you ever hear of the Plan of Employees’ 
Representation ? A. What ? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that question, Mr. Examiner, it is 
improper cross-examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Mr. Shawe: Read the question to him, Mr. Reporter, he 
didn't hear it. 

(The reporter repeated the pending question, as fol¬ 
lows : 

“Q. Did you ever hear of the Plan of Employees’ Rep¬ 
resentation ?”) 

The Witness: You mean to have a representative, or 
what ? Is that what you mean ? 

Mr. Ford: What do you mean, Mr. Shawe? 

The Witness: Do you mean a representative, or what? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

The'Witness: You mean to have somebody to represent 
us ? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

The Witness: Why, yes, I heard of a representative, yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What is a representative? A. Well, 
I figure that it is a man, that if we have any kind of 

9903 an argument or a dispute that we can't get an un¬ 
derstanding, we let him take it up to our foreman or 
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the superintendent, if lie can't got results, take it up higher, 
that is my idea of it. 

Q. Did you ever attend a meeting of the employees' Rep¬ 
resentation Plan } . A. Xo, sir. 

Mr. Ford: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

The Witness: I never did. 

Q. (By Mr. Shnwe) Have you ever been invited to a meet¬ 
ing of the Plan of Employees' Representation ! A. Xo, sir, 
never was. 

Mr. Ford: That is objected to. Mr. Examiner. Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, will you please instruct the witness not to answer 
until after I have had a chance to object ! 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Don't answer so fast. 

The Witness: All right, I will stop it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Please. All right, go ahead, Mr. 
Shawe. 

The Witness: Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Have you ever contributed— 

Mr. Ford: Just a minute. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a minute. 

Mr. Ford: I would like to have an objection to the entire 
line. 

9904 Trial Examiner Bloom: The objection will be 
noted. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Have you ever contributed any money 
whatsoever to the Plan of Employees' Representation ! A. 
Xo, I don’t contribute no money. 

Q. Are you a member of the Plan of Employees' Repre¬ 
sentation? 

Mr. Ford: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, as calling 
for a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : He may answer. 

Mr. Ford: Explain what he means l\v “becoming a 
member of it” to the witness—this is direct examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tie may answer. Read the ques¬ 
tion to him. 

(The reporter repeated the pending question, as follows: 
“Q. Are you a member of the Plan of Employees' Repre¬ 
sentation?”) 

The Witness: What would you have to do to be a mem¬ 
ber ! 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I am asking you. A. Vote for the 
representative, or what? 

Q. Are you a member? A. Well, now, I wouldn’t know. 
Mr. Ford: Mi*. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you ever sign a 

9905 membership card? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever sign a member¬ 
ship card? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. How many members does the Plan of Employees' Rep¬ 
resentation have? A. I don't know. 

Mr. Ford: That is objected to as assuming a state of 
facts not in evidence. 

The Witness: We don't have no membership or nothing 
like that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that back. 

(The reporter repeated the last question and answer as 
above set forth.) 

Mr. Ford: I move to strike out the answer that has been 
given. Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Ts every employee of the Bethlehem 
Steel— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wait a minute. 

Mr. Ford: I believe the question assumes that there are 
members, the question is phrased, “How many members are 
there"] and it seems to me that is highly unfair to put that 
question to this witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think the answer explains it, 
go ahead, Mr. Shawe. 

9906 Q. ( By Mr. Shawe) Is every employee of the Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company a member of the Employees' 

Representation Plan? A. I couldn’t answer that. 

Mr. Ford: Xow, Mr. Brant, you don't answer until I 
have a chance to object. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Ford: I object to that, that assumes a state of facts 
not in evidence, that the Plan has memberships. 
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Mr. Shawe: I am asking a question, Mr. Examiner. 1 
am trying to find out. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Ho may answer. 

The Witness: I don't know. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Brant, I show you Respondents' 
Exhibit 1-4 for Identification and ask you if you signed— 
A. I surely did. 

Q. —that petition? 


(Respondents' Exhibit 1-4 for Identification was passed 
to the witness.) 

A. Yes, I signed it. 

Q. Is your name the first name on the petition? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Where were you when you signed the petition? 

9907 A. Right in front of Xo. 6 furnace. 

Q. Did any one tell you to sign it? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Were there any names on the petition when you signed 
it ? 

Mr. Ford: He just answered that question, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. 

The Witness: I couldn't see them, if T was the first man 
there was no others there, it was on the next leaf— 

Mr. Ford: By “names" you mean names written in 
handwriting, Mr. Shawe? 

Mr. Shawe: Exactlv. 

% 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean signatures? 

The Witness: Xobody on there. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Were there four blank sheets of pa¬ 
per attached to the petition at the time you signed it ? A. I 
couldn't say to that, either, I couldn't say to that. 

Q. Xow, tell me exactly where was the petition when you 
signed it? A. Well— 

Mr. Ford: That question has already been answered, 
Mr. Examiner. 

The Witness: Laying on the bench. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer. 

9908 The Witness: By Xo. 6 furnace. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Who was present when you 
signed the petition? A. I don't think anybody. 

Mr. Ford: I object—I move to strike out the answer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be stricken. 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you write the petition? A. No. 

Q. Do you know who wrote it ? A. No. 

Mr. Ford: Do you mean by that, the petition? 

Mr. Shawe: The typewritten— 

Mr. Ford: The typewritten portion at the top of the pe¬ 
tition ? 

Mr. Shawe: Exactly. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Where did you say this bench was 
located, I didn't quite understand you? A. Right in front 
of No. 6 furnace, that was right in front of it. 

Q. Did any one tell you that the petition was there? A. 
AYliat ? 

Q. Who told you that the petition was there? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that as assuming a state of facts 
not in evidence. 

9909 Trial Examiner Bloom: Did anv one tell vou that 

• • 

tin* petition was there, Mr. Brant? 

The Witness: The petition was laid down to sign it or 
not sign it, that is all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How do you know that ? 

The Witness: I know the fellow that laid it down. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Who was that? . 

The Witness: Gary over there, recorder. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that John Gary? 

The Witness: I guess his name is John, I don't know 
what his first name is. 

Q. ( By Mr. Shawe) As I understand it, when you saw that 
the petition was lying on the bench, it was a blank petition 
with no signatures on it, is that correct? A. That's cor¬ 
rect. 

Q. Do you know who typed the one, two, three, five lines? 

Mr. Ford: That question has already been answered. 

The Witness: I don't know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: lie said, “I don't know." 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You didn't write it, did you? A. No, 
sir. 

Q. Did you have anything to do with the typing of it? 
A. No, sir. 

9910 1 Q. Did Mr. Gary type it? A. I don't know that. 

Q. Was Respondents’ Exhibit 124,1 mean this pe¬ 
tition, lying open on the bench in full view? A. Like that, 
it might have been doubled up, I don't know, (demonstrat¬ 
ing), I just signed it up at the top, I don’t know whether it 
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was laying* like this or doubled up or how I signed at the 
top— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, was the writing at the 
top of the first page open? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : So that you could see it? 

The Witness: I could see it, yes, and I signed it, it laid 
there until the rest of them signed and then it was taken 
away some place else. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you read it? A. Sure, I knowed 
what it was for. 

Q. IIow did you know that ? A. We had figured that out 
before we had planned it, that we wouldn't work with him 
and we got up that petition, somebody got it up, not to 
work with him. 

Q. Who got it up ? A. I don't know. 

Q. How do you know somebody got it up? A. Well, 
how would it be there if they didn't get it up? 

9911 Q. That is what I am trying to find out. A. Yes, 
that is what T am trying to find out. 

Q. All you have told me was that you came in and saw 
it lying there: how it got there you don't know? A. Yes, 
I said Gary put it there. 

Q. Did you see him put it there ? A. Yes, I seen him put 
it there, he laid it down, says, “There it is, boys, what are 
you going to do about itWe signed it. 

Q. Did Mr. Gary write it? A. I don't know. 

Mr. Ford: I object to that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He said he didn't know, Mr. 
Shawe: three times and out, you know. 

The Witness: He will get me to tell a lie after all, if he 
keeps that up. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) And after you signed it, what did 
you do with the petition? A. I didn't do nothing with it, 
iet it lav. 

(). Did vou see anv one else sign it? A. Xo. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Anything further, Mr. Shawe? 

Mr. Shawe: Just a couple of questions. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know who is your foreman? 
A. What ? 

Q. Who is your foreman? A. I got two, Ryan 
and Dcttling. 


9912 
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Q. Do you know Mr. Ryan’s son? A. Yes. 

Q. What's his name? A. Ray, I think. 

Q. Does lie work with you in the Plate Mill? A. Xo. 
Well, Iicome on to his turn occasionally, the way we are 
working now. why I come on contact with all of them, but 
when we are working three turns I don't. 

Q. Did you come in contact with him during the month 
of July; 1937? A. I don't know, that is too far back to 
remember. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You didn't go out on strike, did you, 
in June!? A. Xo, I didn't go out on strike, oh, no, I stayed 
in. 

Q. Did you ever have any conversation with your fore¬ 
man, Mr. Ryan? A. What? 

Q. Did you ever have any conversation with your fore¬ 
man ? A. You wouldn't expect to work with the boss and 
not have no conversation with him, would you? 

Q. Xo. Did you ever have any conversations with 
9913 Mr. Ryan during the month of July, 1937? A. I 
don't answer that question at all. 

Q. Why can't you answer that? A. Because I ain't sup¬ 
posed to. 

Q. You ain't supposed to? A. Xo, I am not to tell you if 
I talk to my foreman or not, am I? Am I to answer that 
question. Brother? 

Mr. Ford: That is up to the Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think you can answer that. 

The Witness: Yes, I talked to him, I will answer it, I 
will answer, I talked to him. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever talk to your foreman 
about the union? A. Xo, I had no occasion, because there 
wasn't no union there. 

Q. You are not a union man ? A. Xo. George, why don't 
you talk to me? 

Trial Examiner Bloom : What was that? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer, as follows: 

“A. Xo. George, why don't you talk to me?”) 
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The Witness: In place of him? Why don't you talk to 
me? I thought— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Brant, did Mr. Ryan ever speak 
to you about the C. I. 0.? A. Xo, nobody, not even 

9914 any man that ever asked me about the 0. I. O., never 
mentioned one word, even Fetzko never did. 

Q. You never heard of the 0. I. 0. before? A. I heard 
of it, yes, sure I heard of it, but he never approached me 
about signing or anything. 

Q. Did Mr. Ryan ever speak to you about the representa¬ 
tives? A. About what? 

Q. About the representatives? A. Xo, he had nothing to 
do with that, that is my business, if I want to vote for 
Fetzko or want to vote for this fellow, the foreman ain't 
got nothing to do with that at all, that is up to us, see. 

Q. Mr. Brant, I show you a sign which is Board's Ex¬ 
hibit 17 in evidence, and ask you to tell me if you ever saw 
a sign like that before. 

(Board Exhibit 17 in evidence was passed to the wit¬ 
ness.) 

Mr. Ford: That is objected to as immaterial, improper 
cross-examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you want to look at it: did you 
ever see a sign like that before? A. Xo, I never seen that 
sign, that's the first I ever seen it. 

9915 Q. Do vou know where the salt shantv is? A. 
What? 

Q. Salt shanty? A. Yes, I know where the salt shanty 
is. 

Q. Is that in the plate mill? A. Yes, it is in the plate 
mill. 

Q. Is there a bulletin board near the salt shanty? A. 
What ? 

Q. Bulletin board? A. What do you mean by bulletin 
board? 

Q. Where you post bulletins, notices. A. For what, re¬ 
ports, or what? 

Q. Yes. A. Yes, there might be one there, I don't know. 

Q. Don't you know— A. What? 

Q. Don't you know? A. Yes, I know. 
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Q. Is there a bulletin board? A. Yes, there is one there. 

Q. Did you ever see any minutes of the Employees’ Rep¬ 
resentation Plan? A. Sometimes, yes, I never paid much 
attention to them, though. 

Q. Don’t you believe in employee representation— 
991(> don’t you believe in the Employees’ Representation 
Plan ? A. Yes. I believe in it. 

Q. Don’t you pay attention to the minutes? A. If I 
hadn’t not nothing to interest me, I don't pay no attention, 
but if they put up something for me to look after, I look 
after it, l>ut if I ain’t got nothing for him to look after, I 
don't pay no attention. 

Q. Have you ever looked— A. What ? 

Q. Have you ever looked at the minutes? A. If I give 
him to look after me, our end of the business, I did, but 
somebody else don’t concern me, I don't bother with them. 

(,). Well, where did you go when you went to look at the 
minutes? A. Where would you go? You would go to the 
bulletin board, wouldn’t you? 

Q. Where is the bulletin board? A. You said it was by 
the salt factory, that is where I go. 

9917 1 Q. Well, are the minutes posted on the bulletin 

board in the salt shanty? A. Yes. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, can we fix the time in that 
question ? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) When did you see minutes posted on 
the salt plant? Salt shantv? A. I guess everv time we 
had a ineeting, there was some kind of a dispute brought 
u]), or going to take something up, like if they are going to 
do something for us, that they bring up, say now that this 
representative was going to bring up this, and this one, and 
then they tell us what they brought up, that they were go¬ 
ing to do this, going to do that. And if we had anything 
that we had given, to look after our interests, why, we 
looked 1 : if it was somebody over in some mill across from 
us, we would not bother with that, because it didn’t interest 
us at all. 

Q. Did you ever have anything that was brought up by 
your representative, that was of interest to you? A. A 
what ? 

Mr. Ford: What is that question? 

(The reporter repeated the question as above set forth.) 
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A. Not to my knowledge. There might have been some¬ 
thing brought up, but it wasn't brought up on my 
991S turn. They—that would have interested me, or any 
way at all, except what Mr. Hoffman said about the 
light, and the like of that, such stuff as that, see? But that 
might have been brought up on another turn, that I would 
not have been working. 

Q. Do you know whether members of the Employees' 
Representative Plan ever went out on strike? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that. He has testified he had no 
knowledge of what a representative plan was. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know what a strike is? A. 
Do what ? 

Q. Do you know what a strike is ? A. I ought to know. 
I went through two of them. 

Q. What is it ? A. Well, I don't know what you would 
figure a strike is. 

Q. What do you figure it ? A. Well, I figure—the one we 
was in, why, we would go out and get your damn head 
knocked off with a brick. 1 worked down in ditch—in a 
sewer for eleven weeks, in a ditch. I lost a job at one dollar 
an hour—this was one you didn't know whether you were 
going back to see your family or not, when you went out, 
because you were likely to get hit on the head with a 
9919 brick. That is what I call a strike. What do you 
call it? 

Q. Have you ever been out on strike? A. Xo. Once, 
yes. Eleven weeks I was out. Yes. I was out eleven 
weeks, I dug a ditch, sewer, for eleven weeks, gave up my 
job at a dollar an hour and worked for thirty-five cents. 
Yes. 

Q. Why don't you think George Fetzko is any good? A. 

Do vou want me to tell vou ? 

% ♦ 

Q. Yes. A. Have I got the privilege to tell you ? 

Q. Go right ahead. A. I will tell you why he ain't no 
good. 

Q. Sit down, you can sit down and talk. A. Can I sit 
down ? 

Q. Sure. A. He was elected three times for—as our rep¬ 
resentative. And the last time he was elected he came out 
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independent, he was elected, see? All right. The question 
of him being the last damned man to go out of our plant, 
see? He went to work and he went and joined the I—that 
other outside union, and went down as our representative, 
to the meeting there, and went outside and come up there 
and he tried to get every damned man he could to join the 
other union, and he knowed damned well that he couldn't 
better the position that we had, see ? And in place 

9920 of him coming back, lie took and stayed out, and he 
i didn't do that, but he got John to go out with him, 

and he got Frankie Korber to go out with him, and I say 
that he is no damned good. And it stands today that we 
won't: work with him. Without regard to any damned one 
at all, we won't work with him. 

Q. What did you mean by “go out'’? A. What do you 
mean by “go out"? What do you mean? 

Q. Do you mean he went out on strike? A. Yes, and he 
knowed damned well that he couldn't better lrisself, and he 
knowed our position was good and we was making good 
money, and he wasn't no good to the outside men, and he 
wasn’t no good to the inside, because he was carrying water 
on both shoulders. And I tell you that to your face, damn 
you. You think—he is no damned good. Do you get that ? 

Q. Mr. Brant, did you ever see a copy of the Plan of 
Employees'Representation? A. What? 

Mrj Ford: Well, show it to him, Mr. Shawe. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Show it to him, he doesn't 
know. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner— 

The Witness: There isn't a stock craneman, one man, 
but he has turned a damned dirtv trick. He gave his 
brother John, too, a good, damned dirty trick. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever see a copy of the 

9921 Plan of Employees' Representation, Board's Ex¬ 
hibit 8? A. Have I ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you ever see that before, 
or something like that before? 

The Witness: Xo, I never seen no book or nothing like 
that, i Hell’s afire, all we had to do was vote for a repre¬ 
sentative, that is all I ever saw. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you know that that the Plan of 
Employees* Representation said that representation shall 
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in no way discriminate against an employee because—or 
conflict with his or her right to belong to anv lawful societv, 
fraternity, union or other organization? A. That is all 
right. They don't—and he—no one kicked—he belonged 
and everybody belonged. That was all right. Rut when 
he—we took and elected him for our representative, even 
if he did belong, he had a right to stick to us and not go to 
work and go outside like he did. That is all right. They 
don't protect you. You can join any outside union or any¬ 
thing like that. You can do that, see? But when a man 
takes and elects him for our representative, he should have 
stuck to us. That is the way I feel about it. And I feel 

that wav and I know the men feel the same wav as I do. 
• • 

I don't care what you say or what he says, we positively 

won't work with him, see? That is final. Now I 

9921a don't care what you say or what your decision is. 

Now we—I can go out and work on the WPA, I can 

go out in the woods and hunt snakes like he does, but we 

won’t work with that fellow. That is that. 

Mr. Shawe: No further questions. 

The Witness: Xo further questions? 

Thank you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford? 

Mr. Shawe: Thank you, Mr. Brant. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You are excused. 

(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Monday morning. 

v Whereupon, at 5:20 o'clock p.m., February 19, 1938, the 
hearing was adjourned to 9:30 o'clock a.m., Monday, Feb¬ 
ruary 21, 1938.) 
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9925 /‘Caption in Board Case designated as Xo. C-170 

R-177” 

Banquet Room, Hendler Hotel, 
Johnstown, Pennsylvania, 

Monday, February 21,1938. 

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing pursuant 
to adjournment, at 9:30 o'clock a. m. 

Before: 

Frank Bloom, Trial Examiner. 

Appearances: 

Martin 1. Rose, Esq., and Earle K. Shawe, Esq., (Wash¬ 
ington, I). C.), Attorneys on behalf of the National Labor 
Relations Board. 

Hoyt A. Moore, Esq., E. Fontaine Broun, Esq., and 
Eugene E. Ford, Esq., (of the firm of Cravath, de Gersdorff, 
Swaine ec Wood), 15 Broad Street, Xew York, X. Y., Attor¬ 
neys on behalf of the Respondents. 

D. P. Weimer, Esq., (Otto Building, Johnstown, Pa.,) and 
Frank P. Hartman, Esq., (Ebensburg, Pennsylvania), on 
behalf of the Plan of Employees’ Representation at Cam¬ 
bria Plant of Bethlehem Steel Company, Johnstown, Penn¬ 
sylvania. 

Morgan Y. Jones, Jr., Esq., (Otto Building, Johnstown, 
Pennsylvania), of Counsel. 


992(5 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come to 
order. Mr. Moore? 

M?*.iMoore: Yes, Mr. Ford will go ahead. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Ford: I will call Mr. Ryan. 

Raymond Ryan a witness called by and on behalf of the 
Respondents, and being first duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

O. (By Mr. Ford) What is your name, please? A. Ray¬ 
mond Ryan. 
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Q. What is your home address? A. 72 Harrison Street. 

Q. Is that in Johnstown? A. Johnstown. 

Q. What is your occupation? A. Plate and stock. 

Q. Are you employed by Bethlehem Steel Company? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Where? A. 134" Plate Mill. 

Q. At Franklin? A. At Franklin. 

9927 Q. Have you worked in the Plate Mill, or did you 
work in the Plate Mill before you had your present 
job? A. I did. 

Q. Could you tell us what previous job or jobs you had in 
the Plate Mill? A. I started in 1929. The first job I had 
was plate recorder. After that I worked a couple of weeks 
in the Blooming AT ill as a laborer and back to the Plate Mill 
as stock marker and plate and stock. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was that last word? 

The Witness: Plate and stock. 

Mr. Shawe: How do you spell that? 

The Witness: Stock, s-t-o-c-k. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Is that the full title of your job? A. 
That's the full title that we put on the time card. 

( c ). You are not called a plate and stock man? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Or anything like that? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Just plate and stock? A. Just plate and stock. 

Q. Well, what are your duties as plate and stock? A. 
Well, we have to clean up the burning floor, present the 
plates to be got out of stock, go over and bar them up, hook 
them up with the crane, put them on the tables. 

992S Q. Do you work alone, or in a gang? A. In a gang. 

Q. Does the gang have a name? A. Floor gang. 

Q. How many men are in that gang? A. You mean at 
the present time? 

Q. Well, we will put it this way, how many men were in 
that gang in the month of July, 1937? A. Five. 

Q. Did you have the same job at that time, that is, plate 
and stock, in July, 1937? A. In July? 

Q. Yes. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What are the names of the other men, what are the 
titles of the jobs held by the other men in the gang? A. 
Well, there is two plate and stock, one stock marker and 
two stock marker helpers. 

Q. Well, now, tell us again, will you, what you do and 
what the other plate and stock does, and what the other 
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three men in the gang do? A. Well, the stock marker 

9929 i will go over and mark up the size and the gauge and 

the heat. We bar the plates up, hook them up to the 
crane, put them on the tables. 

Q. Where do you get the plates that you put on the table? 
A. Out of the stock box, from the yard. 

Q. Who attaches the crane to the plates from the stock 
pile? A. It could be the platers, the plate and stock and 
marker helpers. 

Q. You have referred to a table. A. Yes. 

Q. What is the table? A. It is four chains that carries 
the plates from the lay-out gang to the shears. 

Q. And after the crane has taken the plate over to the 
table, who releases the crane? A. It could be either the 
plate and stock or the stock marker helpers. 

Q. When you work in that gang do you receive any more 
money than the other plate and stock? A. Well, two plate 
and stock are paid on a tonnage basis, the stock marker 
and the stock marker helpers are paid on an hour rate. 

, Q. Well, the two plate and stock are paid the same? 

9930 A. Yes, sir. 

i Q. Xow are the plate and stock paid more than the 
stock marker or less? A. It varies, just depends on the 
tonnage that is rolled during the day. 

Q. Well, suppose high tonnage is rolled? A. The plate 
and stock would get more. 

Q. And suppose low tonnage is rolled? A. The stock 
marker. 

Q. Gets more? A. He would get more. 

Q. Who were the foremen of the plate mill? A. Mr. Ryan 
and Mr. Dettling. 

Q. Are you related to Mr. Ryan? A. I am. 

Q. What is the relationship? A. Son. 

Mr. Shawe: I don’t think the record is quite clear; who 
is the son and who is the father? 

The Witness: I am. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) You are the son? A. I am. 

Q. Did you ever do anything else, that is, say in the month 
of Jupe or July, did you do anything else in the Plate Mill 
besides the duties of plate and stock? A. I did not. 

9931 Q. Even temporarily? A. Well, if a man would be 
off or something like that through sickness. 
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Q. What would you do then? A. Well, if I could do his 
job I would fill in. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford, would you find out, 
please, what sort of men he would fill in for, it is rather 
vague? 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, what sort of men would you fill 
in for? A. Well, if the painter would be off through sick¬ 
ness or death I would fill in there, or if one of the burners 
would be off I could fill in there, if the cold room man would 
be off I would fill in there. 

Q. Did you fill in at the furnace house ? A. I never worked 
at the furnace house. 

Q. Now about the rolls? A. I never worked at the rolls; 
I don't know anything about them. 

Q. Do the men in the lower end of the mill, and by that I 
mean, from the cold rolls, on down toward the shears, al¬ 
ways do exactly the same kind of work every single day all 
day long? A. As a rule, yes. 

9932 Q. Well, are they capable of doing only one job? 

Mr. Sliawe: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 

The Witness: Well- 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, just a minute. 

Mr. Ford: The objection was sustained. 

The Witness: Oh, I am sorry. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, are there any other men be¬ 
sides yourself that substitute, take other men’s places at 
times? A. There is. 

Q. I believe that you said that you were a stock marker 
at one time, is that correct? A. T was. 

Q. How long a time has elapsed since you ceased to be a 
stock marker? A. Since May, 1937. 

Q. May, 1937? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, what were your duties as stock marker? A. Well, 
I would go over. I would get the stock sheet from the office, 
go over, mark up the order number, the size and the gauge. 

Q. You mean, you would mark that on the plate itself? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, what did you use to mark it? A. Soap 

9933 stone. 
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Q. Xow, Mr. Ryan, I show you Respondents' Ex¬ 
hibit 124 for Identification, and ask you whether you have 
ever seen it before? 

(Respondents' Exhibit 124 for Identification was passed 
to the witness.) 

A. I have. 

Q. Could you give us the approximate date of the first 

time that you saw that? A. That would be pretty hard to 

sav. 

• 

Q. Well, was it after the strike began? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Were you in the plate mill the day that George Fetzko 
reported out to work? A. I was. 

Q. Was it before or after that day that you first saw that ? 
A. I took this around before George reported out for work. 

Q. Well, now, do you recall who had it, if anybody, when 
you first saw it ? A. Why, yes, Orval Smith, and this was 
given ito me, I am not sure whether it was Leo Sheridan or 
Hiram Rollins, it was either one of the two. 

Q. Could you spell those names for us? A. Hiram, 

9934 II-i-r-a-m, Rollins, R-o-l-l-i-n-s. 

Q. What's the other man's name? A. Leo, L-e-o, 
Sheridan, S-h-e-r-i-d-a-n. 

Q. Did Orval Smith say anything to you on the occasion 
that you have just mentioned? A. lie told me he was going 
to get up this petition to oust George Fetzko, John Fetzko, 
Michael Barsophy, he asked me if I would take it around. 

Q. Well, did he mention any other names beside those 
three? A. Frank Korber. 

Q. Well, now, did the man, the other man that gave it 
to you, either Hiram Rollins or Leo Sheridan, whichever 
it was, work on the same turn with you— A. Xo, sir. 

Q. —at that time? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Did he work on the previous turn or the later turn ? A. 
I followed, well. Hiram Rollins and this Leo Sheridan both 
worked the same turn. 

Q. That you work? A. I followed them up. 

Q. Did you work on the same turn with Harry Merritt? 
A. Xo, sir. 

Q. What turn did he work on? A. Harry Merritt 

9935 followed me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was that last? 

The Witness: Harry Merritt followed me up. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) So that Hir;i;:* Rollins and Leo Sher¬ 
idan worked on one turn? A. Yes. 

Q. You on the second, or you on the succeeding turn? A. 
That's right. 

Q. And Harry Merritt on the turn after you, is that right? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. lie was on the turn after you, you say? A. Yes, 

9936 sir. 

Q. Well now, did vou pass the petition around? A. 

T did. 

Q. Among* the men on your turn? A. (Witness nods). 

Q. Did any of the men sign it ? A. Yes, sir. 

O. In your presence? A. All of them. 

Q. All of them who signed it? A. All of them who signed 
it, yes. 

Q. Well, could you pick out for us the—well, I do not 
know whether the record may not be clear, Mr. Ryan, what 
—I think you meant to say, that every man on your turn 
that signed the petition— A. Yes, sir. 

Q. —signed it in your presence? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Could you pick out the names of the men on the ex¬ 
hibit, itself, that signed in your presence? A. I could. 

Q. Well now, on which sheet do those names appear? 
Which sheet or sheets? A. Xo. 2. 

(}. Are all of them on the second sheet ? A. Yes, sir, from 
here (indicating). 

9937 Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford, call the first 
name. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Could you tell us the name of the first 
man? A. La Foy Hartman. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Which appears about two-thirds 
of the way down the left-hand column on the second sheet. 

0. (Bv Mr. Ford) Are the signatures that appear be¬ 
low his name, in the same column, signatures that were 
made in your presence? A. Yes, sir. 

0. All right. Xow, are there any signatures in the second 
column on that second sheet, that were made in your jjres- 
ence? A. Down as far as **aJnies Hoover.*’ 

0. Including “James Hoover?” A. Xo, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: “As far as.” 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Xow, Mr. Ryan, was this sheet with 
the typewriting on top, attached to the exhibit when you 
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took it around among the men on your turn? A. Xo, I 
don't believe it was. 

Q. Well, I mean, wasn't this first sheet— A. This first 
sheet and the second sheet were together. 

9938 Q. IIow about the third and fourth sheets? A. 
Well. I don't know nothing about those. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that— 

The Witness: They were put on afterwards. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Reporter, read back the pre¬ 
vious question and answer. 

(The reporter repeated the question and answer as fol¬ 
lows : 

“Question. Xow, Mr. Ryan, was this sheet with the type¬ 
writing on top attached to the exhibit when you took it 
around among the men on your turn? 

“Answer. Xo. I don't believe it was.") 

0. (By Mr. Ford) Well now, do you want to make a 
change ion that? A. I do. I do. These first two sheets 
wmv together, although they were not put up like they are. 
Q. That is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How wore they together? 

Tin* Witness: These two were fastened together with a 
clip. 

Mr. Ford: I would like to state for the record, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. that during the last recess 1 put these two staples in 
the comers of the exhibit. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that is as I requested the 
other day. if I am not mistaken. 

9939 Q. (By Mr. Ford) When you used the expression 
“these two sheets", you meant the first and second 

sheets ? A. The first and second. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think that is clear. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Was the foreman on duty when you 
took this petition around, Mr. Ryan? A. Well, no. 

Q. Well, is there always a foreman on duty, at the Plate 
Mill ? A. Xot at that time. 

Q. How many turns was the mill operating at that time? 
A. Three turns. 

Q. And how many turns did it operate during the day? 
A. Two. 

Q. Did you say anything when you handed this petition 
to the men ? A. I just asked them to look it over if, they 
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wanted to sign it, all right; and if they didn’t, it was all 
right, too. 

Q. Do you recall whether you signed Respondents’ Ex¬ 
hibit 124 for Identification, yourself, Mr. Ryan? A. I did 
not. 

(<). Well, could yop tell us why you didn't sign it? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to why, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: lie may answer. 

9940 The Witness: Well, it was really an oversight on 
my part. I have been under the impression ever 

since that petition has been around, that I had signed it. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Were you in the mill the day that 
Fetzko came out to see about his job? A. I was. 

Q. What shift were you working, that day? A. Seven to 
three. 

Q. Did you see him? A. I did. 

Q. Talk to him? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did he speak to you? A. Yes. sir. 

Q. What did he say? A. “Hello, Rav/’ 

Q. What did vou sav? A. I turned mv hack; talked to 
somebody else. 

Q. Between the beginning of the strike and the day that 
you just mentioned, when lie came out to see about his job, 
was there any discussion in the Plate Mill that you know 
about, concerning him? A. There was. 

Q. Do you remember what that discussion was ? A. I just 
don't remember who I was talking to at the time, 

9941 but they said that they had heard Fetzko was com¬ 
ing out, and wanted to know what I thought about 

it, and I said I would not work with him. 

Q. Well, were you in the Plate Mill the day that he ac¬ 
tually came out to work? A. I was. 

Q. What shift were you working that day? A. Seven to 
three. 

Q. What time did you arrive at the Plate Mill that day? 
A. Oh, I would say approximately twenty minutes of seven. 

Q. Well, what did you do after you got there? A. As a 
rule in the mornings when I am working daylight, I have 
to take car numbers and the contents of the car, and what 
track they are on. Putting those into a little book that they 
have there, to keep the records, tearing out the original 
and giving it to Mr. Gunter. 
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Q. I[o\v do you spell Mr. Gunter's name? A. I think it is 
G-u-n-t-e-r. 

Q. Do you know what his first name is? A. John. Well, 
that morning when I came out, I walked over to track 4G0, 
not the cars that were over there, and in the meantime 1 
haul heard Fetzko was up at the furnace house, and then I 
went up. 

i Q. Well, what did you see, when you got up there? 
9942 A. Well, when I got there, there was a crowd of fel¬ 
lows there: George had been sitting over on the steps 
provided for the cranemen to get on their crane. And in 

the meantime Mr. Rvan came uj> and 1 wanted to know what 

• * 

was going on. 

Q. You mean your father, Mr. Ryan? A. That is right. 
And Mr. Hoover said something to him, I was too far away, 
I didn't hear what he said. But I did hear the remark— 
I had walked a little closer, in the meantime—and I heard 
the remark, **We will have to get Mr. Marley,” and he left 
and got Mr. Marley. Mr. Marley came up and said some¬ 
thing to Fetzko and said. “You had better send for Mr. 
Grove.'' Mr. Grove came down, walked over to Fetzko, 

and whatever thev said there. I didn't hear. But thev both 

• % 

walked up to Mr. Grove’s office. 

994‘i i (). What time was it when you arrived at the fur- 
na.ee house? A. Oh, I would say about five minutes 
of seven. 

Q. Did you have occasion to go over near the rolls, that is, 
the mill itself? A. I did. I had to pass the rolls. 

Q. Was the mill rolling steel at that time? A. It was not. 
It was idling. 

Q. About what time was it. approximately, when Fetzko 
left ? A. Well, what time he left the plant, I don't know— 
that is. outside the gate. But I would say it would be about 
a quarter to eight when he had left the furnace house. 

Q. Were you in a position to hear the mill during all that 
time? A. I was. 

Q. Was there any steel going through the rolls during 
that time? A. Xo, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford, you say “during that 
time.” 

Mr. Ford: That is, the time between his arrival at the 
furnace house, and Fetzko’s departure. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Do we have the exact time of 
his arrival? 

9944 Mr. Ford: Well, I think he said it was approxi¬ 
mately five minutes of seven. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, now, after Fetzko left the fur¬ 
nace house, did the mill roll any steel that morning? A. 
They did. 

Q. Were you there when they started up? A. I was. 

Q. How long after Fetzko left, did the mill start to roll¬ 
ing steel ? A. A matter of minutes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: About how long was the mill shut 
down there, would you say? 

The Witness: You mean, from the time that I came to the 
furnace house? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, altogether. 

The Witness: Oh, I would say forty-five or fifty minutes. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Ryan, prior to the time that you 
passed Respondents’ Exhibit for Identification Xo. 124 to 
the men on your turn, did your father suggest to you that 
you do that? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Did he order or direct you to do it? A. Xo, sir. 

9945 Q. Did he request you to do it? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Did he advise you to do it? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Prior to the time that you passed it around among 

the men on your turn, did you have any conversation with 

vour father— 

• 

Mr. Shawe: Just a minute. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) —about Respondents’ Exhibit for Iden¬ 
tification Xo. 124? A. Xo, sir. 

Mr. Shawe: I would like to have an objection to each of 
these questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Overruled. 

9946 Q. (By Mr. Ford) Xow, Mr. Ryan, I am going to 
ask you a number of questions, and before I begin 

I shall explain what I mean by the phrase “a person acting 
in a supervisory capacity,” and by the word “employee,” 
both of which expressions appear in the questions. 

When I use the phrase **a person acting in a supervisory 
capacity,” I mean a person having authority on behalf of 
Bethlehem Steel Company to contract or arrange for em¬ 
ployment, or to terminate employment, or to discipline an 
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employee of that company for poor workmanship or for 
any other reason, or to fix or agree upon wages or hours 
of work, or working conditions, or to schedule an employee 
of that company for work. 

"When I use the word “employee" T mean any person who 
at any time has been in the employment of Bethlehem Steel 
Company. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well now— 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, I have a number of questions 
which are exactly the same as the questions that were put 
to Mr. Merritt along this line. In other words, I have four 
questions relating expressly to the Respondents’ Exhibit 
124 for Identification, and then— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The additional forty-eight? 
i Mr. Ford: Yes: forty-eight other questions. 

9947 ! Trial Examiner Bloom: Whv don't vou ask him 

• • 

the four, and then we will have the same stipulation 
as to the others? 

Mr. Ford: Yerv well. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We would probably spend more 
time in trying to work out a stipulation on the four, than 
it would take to ask him. 

Mr. Ford: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Ryan, did any person acting in 
a supervisory capacity ever directly or indirectly suggest 
to you that you do anything with reference to Respondents’ 
Exhibit 124 for Identification ? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that question) Mr. Examiner, on 
the ground that it is too broad, and calls for a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: lie may answer. 

The Witness: Xo. sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did any person acting in a super¬ 
visory capacity ever directly or indirectly advise you to do 
anything with reference to Respondents’ Exhibit 124 for 
Identification? 

Mr. Shawe: The same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling: he may answer. 

The Witness: Xo, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did any person acting in a 

9948 supervisory capacity ever directly or indirectly re¬ 
quest you to do anything with reference to Respon¬ 
dents' Exhibit 124 for Identification? 

Mr. Shawe: The same objection. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: The same ruling. Let him an¬ 
swer. 

The Witness: Xo, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did any person acting in a super¬ 
visory capacity ever directly or indirectly order or direct 
you to do anything with reference to Respondents’ Exhibit 
124 for Identification? 

Mr. Shawe: The same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Overruled. 

The Witness: Xo, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xow as to the others,—pardon 
me. 

Mr. Moore: May I have a minute? 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Ryan, could you tell us who sched¬ 
ules the employees of the Plate Mill for work? A. Fore¬ 
men. 

Q. That is, either Mr. Dettling—Mr. Dettling or Mr. 
Ryan— A. Yes. 

Q. Or your father? 

Mr. Ford: Well now, Mr. Examiner, I have the 

9949 forty-eight questions that I put to the witness Mer¬ 
ritt. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, it is understood— 

Mr. Ford: Or would have put to the witness Merritt, if 
it were not for the stipulation. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, it is understood that 
the same stipulation entered into with the previous wit¬ 
nesses will apply to this witness: specifically the previous 
witness Mr.— 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Merritt, T recall, because— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —Mr. Merritt, or Mr. Hoover? 

Mr. Ford: They are in the same position as this witness, 
in that he handed the petition around. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, Mr. Hoover and Mr. 
Merritt. It is understood, of course, the same objections 
and the same rulings apply. Does that complete your di¬ 
rect, Mr. Ford? 

Mr. Ford: Yes, I have no further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

9950 Cross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Shaw) Mr. Ryan, I show you Respondents' 
Exhibit 124 for Identification. Will you please tell me 
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where you were when you first saw it? A. Why, Mr. Smith 
showed that to me. 

Q. Where were you when he showed it to you ? A. Walk¬ 
ing through the mill. 

Q. Where, in the mill? A. Just walking up through the 
mill. 

Q. You were walking, or he was walking? A. Both of us. 

Q. During working hours? A. Xo, sir, between turns. 

Q. What time would it be? A. I would not say. 

Q. Well, what time is “between turns”? A. Well, as a 
rule, most of die men relieve their buddies and—at a quar¬ 
ter to seven. That is the agreement between them, and 
they pass the time of the day. 

Q. Well, what shift were you on, that day, that you first 
saw the petition? A. Oh, let’s see—three to eleven. 

Q. And what time was it, do you think, you passed Mr. 
Orval Smith when he handed you the petition ? A. I would 
not say. 

9951 i Q.Wliat did you do with the petition after Orval 

Smith handed it to you ? A. Put it in mv shirt. 

• • 

Q. Did you do anything further after you put it into your 
shirt? A. Not right awav, no. 

Q. Later on ? A. Yes. 

Q. What did you do with the petition? A. Handed it 
around to the men. 

Mr. Lord: Xow, there is a little confusion there. I am 
not certain that the witness understands that question, 
when you said “handed it”—Mr. Orval Smith handed it to 
the witness—there is some testimony that it was handed 
to him by either Hiram Hollins or Leo Sheridan. I don't 
know whether the witness understood your question or not. 
I don’t believe he testified that it was handed to him by Mr. 
Orval Smith. 

The Witness: Mi*. Smith didn't give me the form, but 
he had showed it to me. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, who gave you the petition? 
A. Either Hiram— 

Mr. Ford: Just a minute, do you mean who gave it to 
him just prior to the time he passed it around, or 
9.952 showed it to him ? 

Mr. Shawe: Who gave you the petition when you 
put it in your shirt and took it around to the men? 
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The Witness: Well, it was either Hiram Rollins or Leo 
Sheridan. I am not sure which of the two it was. But 
either one of the two. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Do you know Hiram Rollins person¬ 
allyA. From working with him, ves. 

Q. Is he a steel inspector? A. Xo, I would not say he 
was. 

Q. Do you know what a steel inspector is? A. Yes. 

Q. What is a steel inspector ? A. Well, a man that looks 
for defects in the plate. 

Q. What does Hiram Rollins do at the present time? A. 
I really don't know his position, because I never saw his 
time card. 

Q. Did you ever see him in the mill ? A. Xot now. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When do you mean? 

Mr. Ford: When do you mean ? 

The Witness: When do you mean? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you mean now, or six years 
ago? 

9953 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) At the present time? A. Xo. 
Right at the present time, he is sick. 

Q. When is the last time you saw him in the mill? A. 
About three or four weeks ago. 

Q. What was he doing when you saw him? A. I mind 
my own business. I don’t watch what other people are 
doing. 

Mr. Sliawe: Mr. Examiner, 1 do not think that answer 
is quite responsive to the question. Would you mind re¬ 
peating the question again to the witness, Mr. Reporter? 

(Thereupon, the reporter repeated the last question as 
above set forth.) 

Mr. Ford: Xow, what—this man—you mean Hiram 
Rollins, is that right? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He couldn't mean anything 
else. 

The Witness: I wasn't—1 just said “Hello, Hiram,” 
and walked by. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, what was Mr. Rollins’ occupa¬ 
tion during the month of July, 1937 ? A. I do not know. 

Q. Did he work in the Plate Mill? A. He did. 

Q. You don’t know what kind of work he did? A. Xo, sir. 
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Q. What part of the Plate Mill did Mr. Rollins 

9954 work, in July? A. What part? 

Q. Yes. A. Well, if he had the position he had 
years ago, he worked around with me, where I worked, the 
same job as I did. 

Mr.' Ford: On the same turn ? Or different turn? 

The Witness: Xo, sir, on different turns. Of course, I 
never; saw his time card, so I would not know what he is 
paid for. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know whether he has the 
same ijob at the present time that he had last July? A. I 
do not. 

Q. Have you heard from any one that Mr. Rollins had a 
different job now than he had last July ? 

Mr. Ford: Object to that as immaterial, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He mav answer. 

The Witness: I do not know. As I said before, I never 
see his time card, so I would not know what job he had then 
or what job he has now. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Xow, maybe you misunderstand my 
question. 1 asked you if you heard from any one— A. Xo, 
I didn’t. 

9955 Q. —that Leo Sheridan—what did Leo Sheridan 
do last July? Lee Sheridan, I believe— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Leo. 

The Witness: Leo. Marker. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Marker? A. That is right. 

O. Are there occasions in the mill when there is not a 
foreman present during one shift ? 

Mr. Moore: You mean during the day, or some other 
time? 

The Witness: Today, or June or July, on three turns ! 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Xo, any time? A. Well, today the 
foreman is there until the turn is ended. But when the three 
turns were on, he generally left around four o’clock as a 
rule. 

j ( c >. Weli, when one of the foremen go away on their 
ivacation, is there someone who takes their place? 


9956 
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Mr. Ford: I object as hypothetical, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Does a foreman ever go away 
on a vacation? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawo) Did Mr. Leo Sheridan ever take one 
of the foremen’s place? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that as immaterial, Mr. Exami¬ 
ner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Not to my knowledge, no. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever hear from anyone that 
Mr. Leo Sheridan was acting as a foreman while one of the 
foreman was away? 

Mr. Ford: That is objected to as incompetent, irrelevant 
and immaterial, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

A. No, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What is a gang leader? A. Never 
heard of it. 

Q. Never heard of the expression “gang leader”? A. 
Not in our place. 

Q. I will ask you this: do you know what a gang 
9957 leader is ? A. I know what it is. 

Q. What is a gang leader? A. A man that has a 
group of men, to tell them what to do, show them how to do 
their work. 

Q. Did you ever show your men how to do their work? 

Mr. Ford: Just a minute, who are “your own men”? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you have men that work under 
you? A. No. 

Q. I believe you testified, did you not, that you were in 
charge of a floor gang. 

Mr. Ford: No, there is no such testimony. 

The Witness: No testimony. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you work with a floor gang? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Is there anyone in charge of that floor gang? A. Not 
to my knowledge. No. 

Mr. Ford: Do you mean apart from his general fore¬ 
man ? 

The Witness: Outside of the foreman, you mean? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Yes, do you work with the floor 
gang at the present time? A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. How many men compose your gang? A. Right now? 

1 Q. Yes. A. Just depends on how many—what 
995S they have to do. 

Q. Well, what is the usual number of men in the 
floor gang? A. Three. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Does that include you? 

The Witness: On night turn; two on daylight. That in¬ 
cludes me. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, I object to further questioning 
about the size of the floor gang today. I do not think it has 
any materiality at all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may have some bearing. 

Mr. Ford: Well, I believe that the witness has testified 
that at the time that is material to his examination, there 
were five. The fact that they have been reduced or in¬ 
creased since that time, it seems to me is clearly immaterial, 
because I think you can take judicial notice of the fact that 
there has been a change in conditions since the month of 
July, and consequently what the situation is today does 
not have any bearing on it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may have some bearing. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Do you have the same position to¬ 
day as you had last July, 1937 ? A. That is right. 

Q. When is the last day you worked? A. You mean 
now ? 

9959 Q. Yes. A. Or then. 

Q. Now. A. Last week. 

Q. Well what shift did you work on, last week? A. Eight 
to four. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that eight in the morning 
until four in the afternoon ? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) What time do you usually arrive at 
the mill? A. it varies. If I take a street car, I generally 
get there about 7:30. 

Q. What time do you go to your job? At eight o'clock? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What is the first thing you do when you go to your job, 
in the morning? A. In the morning, on daylight ? 

Mr. Ford: Today? 

TheiWitness: Or night time, now which do you mean? 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Well, do you do different things, if 
you work on daylight, than night time? A. I don't do the 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR BEL. BOARD. 


same thing in the mornings—or in the evenings—as I do in 
the mornings. 

Q. Let’s take daylight. 

9960 Mr. Ford: Is this at the present time, you are 
asking? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) At the present time? I believe you 
said your duties are the same now as they were last July, 
is that correct ? A. That is right. 

Q. What do you do at eight o‘clock in the morning, when 
you go to your job? The first thing ? A. Well, is that any 
morning, or do you mean last week? 

Q. Last week? The last day that you worked. 

Mr. Ford: Maybe he doesn't do the same thing. T ob¬ 
ject to the question. 

The Witness: I didn't do that job last week. I was 
some place else, last week. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Where were you last week? A. 
Down in the beam yard. 

Q. What were you doing down there? A. Grinding. 

Q. Running a crane? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. What were you doing? A. Grinding. 

Mr. Ford: He said “grinding.'’ 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Grinding? A. That is right. 

9961 Q. Working alone ? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Working with some other men ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How many men were you working with? A. There is 
only two fellows doing the job that 1 was on, that is myself 
and another fellow. 

Q. Were they all— A. But there were five fellows on the 
job. 

Q. Were they all doing the same kind of work? A. Xo, 
sir. 

Q. Who was in charge of those five men? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that. It assumes there was some¬ 
body in charge of them. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I would assume they are 
not independent contractors. 

Mr. Ford: Well, of course, in a sense I suppose their 
superintendent of— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let's find out. This man 
ought to know who was in charge. 

The Witness: I don't know who the foreman is down 
there. 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Your foreman didn't have any sup¬ 
ervision over that work at all ? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

9962 Trial Examiner Bloom: Who did? Do you know? 
Have supervision of that work, Mr. Ryan? 

The Witness: Xo, I don't. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Who transferred you down there? 
Mr. Ford: I object to that as assuming a state of facts 
not in evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

How did you happen to be there? 

Tliei Witness: Well, I was told to go down there. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Who told you to go there? 

The Witness: Mr. Dettling. 

Q. ( By Mr. Shawe) Tell me what Mr. Dettling told you 
on that occasion when he sent you down there? A. Why, 
he called me up and he said, “Report for work in the morn¬ 
ing," and I said, “All right." 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that all he said? 

The Witness: That is all. 

9963 i ( t >. Weil, how did you know where to report for 
iwork? A. Well, when I arrived at the mill he told 

me where to go. 

Q. What did he tell you when you arrived at the mill? 
A. He, told me to take a grinding machine and go down to 
the beam yard. 

Q. Did he tell you anything else ? A. That is all. 

Q. Well, did you know what kind of work to do when you 
went down to the beam yard? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How did you know that ? A. I have done that before. 
Q. Was there any leader of this group of men that you 
worked with in the beam yard? A. Xobody ordered us 
around. 

Q. Xo, I mean just a leader, some one who— A. Xot 
that I know of. 

Q. In other words, would you say that all five of you 
were on the same footing? A. That’s right. 

Q. There was no one in charge of them at all? A. That's 
right, outside of their own foreman. 

Q. Xow, what was the names of the five men that worked 
in the door gang that you worked with last July? A. 

9964 Offhand, I couldn’t tell you all of them. 
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Q. Were they all paid at the same rate? A. Xo, 
sir. 

(,). How are their rates determined, do you know? 

.Mr. Ford: I think that that was gone into on direct ex¬ 
amination. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, this is cross-examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What did vou sav, Mr. Ford? 

Mr. Ford: I think the witness has already explained 
what the method of payment was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, since this case started we 
have usually had two parallel examinations, one on direct 
and one on cross, that is, as rule the cross-examination 
seemed to start in at scratch where the direct started and 
go over the same ground pretty much. 

The Witness: The two plate and stock were paid ton¬ 
nage, the stock marker gets paid an hour rate and the two 
stock marker helpers get paid hourly. 

Mr. Ford: You are speaking as of July? 

The Witness: That’s right, yes. 

Mr. Ford: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Well, did any one that worked in 
vour gang get more money than you did, or less than vou 
did? ' 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Which? 

Mr. Ford: When and which? 

99(15 Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How many men that worked 
in your gang got paid less than you did? 

Mr. Ford: Less per day or per week or— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, how did you get paid, 
let's say? 

The Witness: I got paid tonnage, it varies, you couldn't 
make the same one day as you did the next. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Take the two-week period, the work 
that you did, would you make more money on your job than 
men working on the other jobs would make? A. It depends 
on the tonnage rolled. 

Q. Well, as a general rule. 

Mr. Ford: Now, that is something— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let's find out if you are going 
to do it. Mr. Shawe, let's find out how he was paid. He 
said he was paid on tonnage; were the other men on that 
gang paid on tonnage? 
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The Witness: One other, yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How were the others paid? 

The Witness: Hour rate. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Hour rate? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

9966 Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead from 
there. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Were they paid on a flat hour rate? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Xo bonus? A. $1.24 a day, other than that they had 
no bonus, regardless of what thev got— 

Q. Well, among the men, was your job considered a bet¬ 
ter job than the men who got paid on the hour rate? 

Mr. Ford: Oh, that is immaterial, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Shawe: I think it is material. 

Mr. Ford: Purely speculative, asking him to tell us 
what were in the minds of other men. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He mav answer. 

The Witness: What the other men thought, I don't 
know. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) "What did you think about it? A. It 
satisfied me. 

Q. Well, would you rather have the job that you had or 
the job that the other men had who got the hour rate? A. 
It makes no difference. 

Q. Well, do you think you could make more money on the 
job that you did than the j6b that the other men did? 

Mr. |Ford: Oh, I think that is immaterial what he thought. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Men on the tonnage, or 

9967 men on the hour, Mr. Shawe? 

Mr. Shawe: Men on the hour rate, Mr. Examiner. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Please specify. These ques¬ 
tions are awfully vague. 

Mr. Shawe: He has told us, I believe, that he got paid 
on a tonnage rate. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He also told us other men in 
the gang got paid on a tonnage rate, if you want these ques¬ 
tions’ answers to mean anything, be specific. 

The Witness: Would you mind— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Repeat the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How wore you paid? 

Mr. Ford: Well, now, this is purely speculative— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You better rephrase the ques¬ 
tion. 

Mr. Shawe: Strike the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, do you think you could make 
more money working; on an hour rate than you could work¬ 
ing’ on a tonnage rate? 

Mr. Ford: Is this just a general proposition through the 
plant ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, or last July? 

Mr. Shawe: Last July, 1937. 

9968 Mr. Ford: On what jobs? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In your gang. Mr. Byan, 
do you know how much the men on the hour rate were paid 
on an average over a week? 

The Witness: Yes, I know what they got a day. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What did they get a day? 

The Witness: A stock marker got, I think, it was sixty- 
seven cents and a half a day plus $1.24. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sixty-seven cents a day, or 
hour? 

The Witness: An hour. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How much did you average on 
the day during that time? 

The Witness: That varies. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the average? 

The Witness: I wouldn't know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Have you any idea ? 

The Witness: Because I don't have my pay slips, I 
wouldn't know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Have you any idea ? 

9969 The Witness: None at all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you have swapped 
your job at that time for an hour job? 

The Witness: I wouldn't say. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo idea about it? 

The Witness: Xo, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, Mr. Shawe: 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Xow when either Mr. Rollins or Mr. 
Sheridan, I believe, gave you Respondents' Exhibit 124 for 
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Identification, did you take it around to the men while 
they were working/ A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ford: You mean while they were on duty? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) During working hours/ A. Yes. 

Q. Did you have a conversation with each of tin* men 
that signed it/ A. I just asked them if they wanted to 
sign it. 

Q. Well, would you call that a conversation/ A. yes. 

Q. Was that during your shift / A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you ever have occasion in the month of July or 
August to visit the furnace room / A. I have been 
91)70 up around there. 

Q. Does vour work sometimes take vou into the 
furnace room? A. Only to take plates there, no, it doesn't 
either. 

Q. Don't you have to go to the furnace room to take out 
plates? A. If they are being normalized, yes. 

Q. But just what is the procedure about going to the 
furnace room to take out plates? A. Well, it could be any 
one of the floor gang that the foreman would say “there 
is plates up at the furnace being normalized, go up and get 
them." 

Q. Who does he usually tell that to in the gang/ A. Any¬ 
body that is in, that is on the floor gang. 

Q. Well, is it sometimes necessary for the entire floor 
gang to go down to the furnace room to pick up the plates/ 
A. Well generally as a rule they leave somebody there, 
one man anyhow. 

Q. Don't they have to put them on a wagon and bring 
them back up into the mill ? A. Sometimes they do. 

Q. Would that require more than one man? 

Mr. Ford: Put what on the wagon, Mr. Shawe? 

Mr. Shawe: The plates. 

Mr. Ford: Oh, I see. 

9971 The Witness: It would. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Doesn't one man usually tell 
the other man which plates to pick out? 

Mr. Ford: Is that the present time, Mr. Shawe, or are 
you speaking as of— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You started back in July, what 
are you talking about, July or now? 
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Mr. Shawe: July. 

Mr. Ford: Lot's have the question again. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well last July when you would go to 
the furnace room to pick out the plates, wouldn't one of the 
men usually tell the other men which plates to pick out? 
A. The foreman would tell vou that. 

Q. Was the foreman there every time you went to the 
furnace room? A. He would tell you where they were at 
and the size. 

Q. Did he ever tell you where they were at? A. Sure. 

Q. Would you go down with the other men and tell them 
which plates to pick out? A. I never told them, I would do 
it myself. 

Q. Well, sometimes when you went down with the other 
men wouldn't you tell the other men in the gang 
9972 which plates the foreman had told you to pick out? 

Mr. Ford: Could we have that question again? 

(The reporter read the pending question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Ford: I think that is immaterial, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I would just say that the boss told us to 
get this out, bring this down. 

Mr. Moore: May I have just one minute, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

Mr. Moore: Thank you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Ryan, did you attend a meeting 
with the employees in the Plate Mill held about George 
Fetzko before he came back to work? 

Mr. Ford: What does the question mean? 

The Witness: I don’t understand that question. 

Mr. Shawe: Strike the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Was there a meeting held among the 
employees prior to the time that George Fetzko reported 
for work after the strike? 

Mr. Ford: Vou mean a formal meeting of the employees, 
or just casual conversations between groups? 

Mr. Shawe: I mean did the groups of employees meet? 
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i Mr. Ford: Conic together for that purpose or be 

9973 together to discuss— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a minute— 

The Witness: Von mean meet in the hall ? 

Mr. Shawe: In the mill. 

The Witness: In the mill ? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

The Witness: Xo, not that I know of. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever hear of such a meet¬ 
ing ? 

Mr. Ford: That is objected to as immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: T did, I read it in the paper. Other than 
that— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Where was the meeting held? A. I 
don't know that. 

Q. What paper did you read it in? A. The Tribune. 

Q. What did the paper say about it ? 

Mr. Ford: Oh, that is calling for the contents of a writ- 
urn document, immaterial about what the newspaper said. 
If Mr.; Shawe wants to produce the newspaper, let him do 
so. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh. well, the witness Stanton, 
Xieely, and a few others told us all about what they read 
in the papers, there is no harm in having this man tell us 
what he read. 

9974 Mr. Ford: Well, that was done for a purpose. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I assume this was 

done for a purpose, too. 

Mr. iFord: I can't conceive of any legitimate purpose. 
Mr. Shawe: What is illegitimate about it? 

Mr. Ford: That this man should be called on to testify 
to the contents of some old Johnstown newspapers. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, Board’s counsel couldn't 
see any purpose in having the Rev. Stanton and a few 
others tell us all the stuff they read in the newspapers. 

Mr. Ford: I believe Rev. Stanton and all the other wit¬ 
nesses that were more or less in the same class learned 
about the situation here in Johnstown through Hie news¬ 
papers and acted on what they understood the situation 
to be, but I don’t see— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I suppose that this man 
has also learned about something from the newspapers, 
go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Tell us what you read in the news¬ 
papers about a meeting of employees in the Plate Mill. A. 
Oh, that is too long ago, I wouldn't remember at all. 

Q. Don't you remember anything about it;’ A. Xo, 
sir. 

9975 Q. What do you remember reading in the paper? 
A. Nothing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How do you know you read 
anything ? 

The Witness: I would see the headlines, but I can't re¬ 
member the exact words. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Tell me in substance, I don't expect 
you to repeat it word for word. A. Well, it was just a 
meeting that the fellows wouldn't work with Fetzko, that is 
all I got out of it. 

Q. Did it state that that meeting was held in your father's 
office? A. Not to my knowledge, no. 

Q. Did you ever hear that such a meeting was held in 
your father's office? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Do you recall the date that this item appeared in the 
newspaper ? A. Xo. 

Q. Was it prior to the time that George reported back 
for work? A. I don't remember. 

Q. Would you say it was after the strike? A. I don't 
remember. 

Q. Would you say it was before the strike? A. 

9976 Don’t remember. 

Q. Well, do you think it was before the strike or 
after the strike? A. I don’t know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now wait a minute, Mr. Byan, 
read that question again. Now listen to these questions. 

The Witness: I am listening. 

(The reporter read the pending question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you think it was before the 
strike ? 

The Witness: Xo, sir. 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Why didn’t you say that before? 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead with another ques¬ 
tion. 

Q. (Bv Mr. Shawe) Do vou live with your father? A. 
Yes. 

Q. Did you live with your father during the month .of 
July, 1937? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you ever ride to work with your father? A. I 
have on occasion. 

9977 Q. Did you ever ride home with your father? A. I 
have. 

Q. Did you ever eat lunch with your father? A. Xo, sir. 
Q. You never ate lunch with your father? A. Xo, well, 
home, of course. 

Q. That’s what I mean. A. Yes. 

Q. Eat dinner with your father? A. When I am home. 
Q. Are you living home at the present time? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Have you always lived at home? A. I have. 

Q. Have you always worked in the Plate Mill? A. Yes, 
sir, except for about two weeks. 

Q. Has your father been foreman of the Plate Mill 
ever since you have been working there? A. That’s right. 

Q. When you first went to work for the Steel Company, 
were you immediately assigned to the Plate Mill? 

Mr. Ford: What does that mean, was that his first job? 
Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

9978 The Witness: My first job? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

The Witness: I was there. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) And your father was foreman at 
that time? A. That’s right. 

Q. Xow, I believe you mentioned a gentleman by the 
name of Mr. John Gunter, is that correct? A. That’s right. 

Q. Who is he? A. 1 believe he is secretary to Mr. Mar- 
ley, I believe that is his title, I wouldn't say for sure. 

Q. I believe you said you took some numbers down and 
gave them to him? A. That's right. 

Q. Did you do that during the month of July also? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. What kind of work is that, describe it to us in detail. 
M r. Ford: I don’t know— 
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The Witness: Well, I have a book with these car num¬ 
bers in, with the contents of the car, what car, whether it 
is a B. & (). or P. R. R. or Cambria Car, we put that down 
in the book for future reference. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What do you mean by “we”? A. 
Well, I put it in there. 

9979 Q. Does any one else do it that works on your 
shift? A. Xot on my shift, no. 

Q. Are you in charge of that particular job? A. I 
wouldn't say, no, I wouldn’t be in charge of it. 

Q. What would you say? A. It is just given to me to do, 
that is all. 

Q. Who assigned you to do that job? A. Mr. Dettling, 
I believe. 

Q. Does any one check the work after you do it? A. I 
don’t know, no. 

Q. You don’t know? A. Well, I wouldn’t know that. 

Q. I am still—I don’t quite understand what you do do; 
do you go to the cars and see what is in the car and write 
it down, or is it marked down on the side of the car? A. 
Xo, I look in the car. 

Q. And you take inventory of the material that is in 
the car, is that correct? 

Mr. Ford: Well, is it for the purposes of inventory; do 
vou know what is done with this material, whv vou do it? 

The Witness: Xo, I don’t know what is done with the 
material. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, do you write down a report of 
the various kinds of steel that is in the car, is that it? A. 
Xo, all I mark is the plates. 

9980 Q. Well, do you mark down the various types of 
plates that there are in the car ? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. You don’t? A. I don’t know that. 

Q. You don’t? A. All I see it—all I see in there is 
plates, where they go or who they are for I don’t know. 

Q. Well, what do you write down in the card? A. On 
the card. 

Q. On the book that you turn over to Mr. Gunter? A. I 
write down who the car belongs to, whether it is a B. & O. 
or P. R. and the number of the car and the contents and 
the track it is on. 
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Q. How are you paid when you do that kind of work? 
A. My same job. 

Q. Tonnage rate? A. Well, I wouldn't call that a job. 

Q. Don't you get paid for doing that ? A. Nothing extra, 
no. 

Q. Well, what are you paid for doing, then? A. Plate 
and stock. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, is that tonnage, plate and 
stock? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

9981 iQ. (By Mr. Shawe) Are you paid an hourly rate 
also for doing that kind of work? A. Yes. 

Q What is the hourly rate you are paid for taking these 
reports? A I don't get paid for taking the reports, I get 
the same as every other man in the mill gets, $1.24 a day. 

Mr. Ford: That is the same hourly rate? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ford: Well, you mean—I would like to clear this 
up, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is whv thev have re-direct 
examination. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Ryan, do you get paid a tonnage 
rate, even though you are not working with the men who 
go, with the men who produce the tonnage? A. I don't 
understand that. 

Q. Well, you said you get paid on an hourly rate plus 
your tonnage rate? A. Yes. 

Q. If you are going around taking down the car num¬ 
bers, placing them in a book, what part do you play in the 
tonnage'? A. Well, after I finish that I go on my own job. 

1 Q. But do you get the benefit of the tonnage that 

9982 is produced while you are going around taking car 
numbers? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ford: That assumes that tonnage is produced while 
he is going around taking car numbers, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Shawe: I think that is a fair assumption. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pie said so. 

The Witness: That is taken around before the mill 
starts up. Right now, before I even start to work. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What is taken up? A. This car 
number business. 
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Q. Well, do you do that before your working hours? A. 
Sometimes. 

Q. You do it for nothing? 

Mr. Ford: Well, I think that question has been an¬ 
swered. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I think you have covered 
that. Go on to something else. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Xow—no further questions—if I 
may, Mr. Examiner, I would like to ask one further ques¬ 
tion, with your permission. 

Mr. Ford: Go ahead. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) The day that you took the petition 
around, did you stay at home that night? 

Mr. Ford: That is Respondents’ Exhibit 124 for 

9983 Identification ? 

Mr. Shawe: Respondents’ Exhibit 124. 

The Witness: You mean, did I go home that evening? 
Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

The Witness: I believe I did, yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you stay home during that 
period before or after the strike, and before George Fetzko 
came back to work? 

Mr. Ford: The entire period? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What do vou mean bv that? 

* • 

Mr. Shawe: Strike the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) During the period that the mmi r. 
that mill were discussing George, did you stay at home? 
A. Xo. 

Mr. Ford: During the entire period? 

Mr. Shawe: I mean, go home to sleep at night? 

Mr. Ford: During—ever during that period ? 

Mr. Shawe: During that period. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Please make that question spe¬ 
cific, Mr. Shawe, an answer to it won’t mean anything. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How long a period do you think the 
men were discussing George in the mill? 

Mr. Ford: Oh, I think that is immaterial, they might be 
discussing him today. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer, go ahead. 

9984 The Witness: I wouldn’t know, I couldn't set 
a certain time. 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, I am not asking you for a 
certain time, Mr. Ryan, just approximately, of course. A. 
I wouldn't even give an approximate— 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Well, beginning with about what 
dav? iBeginning with about what dav after the strike 
started would you say they began to discuss Mr. Fetzko? 

The Witness: I discussed him long before that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Long before what? 

The Witness: Before the strike was ever called. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When did they start discussing 
it? 

The Witness: Well, now, that is what I am telling you, 
I don't know what time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How long? 

The Witness: Maybe a month, maybe two months. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was the discussion about? 

The Witness: Well, they all wanted to know what George 
intended to do if they come out on strike, whether he 
would stick with the men or stick with the 0. I. 0.— 

Mr. Ford : Could I have that? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Repeat the answer, please. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

99S5 Trial Examiner Bloom: You don't recall saying, 
“the company”? 

Mr. Shawe: You don't recall the men saving whether 
George would stick with the men— 

The Witness: Stick with the men, not with the company. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) The men never said anything 
about that ? A. About sticking with the company, no. 

Q. Are you a member of the union— 

Mr. Ford: I object to that, I don't think that it is a pro¬ 
per question, the witness isn't called upon to disclose that, 
it affects his credibility, Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: You mean the C. *1. O.? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Yes. A. Xo. 

Q. Did you go out on strike? A. Xo. 
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Mr. Shawe: Xo further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford? 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) I have one or two questions, Mr. 
Ryan, you say that you get an hourly rate sufficient to give 
you $1.24 daily, in addition to whatever else you re- 
9980 ceive, is that correct? A. Yes. 

Q. I think that the record is a little confused as to 
whether you get the same hourly rate as all other men in 
the mill, or whether you meant to say that all men received 
that. 

Mr. Shawe: What does that mean? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase it. 

Mr. Ford: I will withdraw it. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) When did you first receive that $1.24 
a day? A. I don’t recall when that was given. 

Q. Has that always been paid ? A. Xot all the time, no, 
sir. 

Q. Well, do you know whether or not anybody else beside 
yourself received that at the time that you did? A. Xot 
everybody in the mill. 

Q. Everybody in the mill? A. I mean everybody in the 
mill, yes, sir. 

Q. Well, now, when you have worked as plate and stock, 
have you always been paid tonnage? A. Plate and stock? 

Q. Yes. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you receive anything other than your ton- 
9987 nage plus the $1.24 a day? A. Xo, sir. 

Mr. Ford: Xo further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ryan, in response to sev¬ 
eral questions, you several times said that you never saw 
Mr. Rollins’ time cards: did you ever see any one’s time 
card other than your own during the period in July, 1937? 

The Witness: Xo. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: After you passed around the 
petition, did you discuss it with your father at any time? 

The Witness: Xo, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Reporter, what was the last answer? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Reporter, liow does that 
section read in there where I asked what the witness said? 

(The reporter read as follows: 

“Trial Examiner Bloom: What was the discussion 
about? 

“The Witness: Well, they all wanted to know what George 
intended to do if they come out on strike, whether he would 
stick with the men or stick with the C. I. 0.”) 

' Trial Examiner Bloom: It is my recollection that 

9988 before the witness Ryan said whether they would 
stick with the men or stick with the 0. I. O., that he 

stated “whether they would stick with the company or 
stick with the men.” 

Mr. Shawe: That is my recollection. 

Mr. Ford: I object to that, I don't recall any such state¬ 
ment. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Check up on your own private 
reporter, you will find he has the statement, the statement 
that was just read in the record. 

Mr. Broun: May I break in to say that I happened to 
be here at the time the testimony to which you referred 
was given, and I don't recall what the witness said, as a 
matter of fact I didn't hear clearly the witness and neither 
did the official reporter who asked the witness what he did 
say, and he immediately said what the official reporter has 
now read as the testimony. 

It is perfectly obvious that that is what the witness in¬ 
tended to say, no matter what he did say. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don't know what he intended 
to saw 

Mr. !Broun: It seems to me that the Trial Examiner 
shouldn't make the statement into the record that he has, 
and for that reason Mr. Ford objected. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am telling you what I 

9989 heard the witness say, there is no question about it 
in my mind as to what the witness did say. 

Mr. Broun: Our objection is noted, I take it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all right, the objection 
should be noted, but I think the record should be clear as 
to the fact that I think the official reporter didn't correctly 
get the statement made by the witness. 
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Mr. Ford: Well, is it your understanding, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, that he never made the statement the official reporter 
has read? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, he made that afterwards, 
first lie said, as T heard him, and he was approximately two 
feet away from me, first lie said that he wanted to know 
whether he would stick with the company or stick with the 
men, and then after it was read back or possibly before it 
was read back, he made the statement, “with the C. I. 0. 
or the men”. 

Mr. Ford: IIow much time elapsed between the time 
that you heard him use the word “company” and the time 
that he said “C. I. O.” ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I thought it fairly substantial, 
fairly substantial time elapsed. I thought that lie made 
that statement afterwards. 

Mr. Ford: It is my recollection that there was some sort 
of a question put by the reporter, or some signal 

9990 given by the reporter. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don't think the reporter 
did anything. I asked to have it read back, and as I under¬ 
stood— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I don't want to engage in a 
discussion of this sort, I hesitate to do so, but since the 
matter has been raised— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is quite all right. 

Mr. Broun: We are giving our recollection. My posi¬ 
tive recollection is that the witness made the statement to 
which you undoubtedly referred, and immediately the offi¬ 
cial reporter asked him what he had said and he then im¬ 
mediately made the statement which the official reporter 
has as to what the witness testified to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I understood you to say pre¬ 
viously, Mr. Broun, that you didn’t hear him make that 
statement at all. 

9991 Mr. Broun: 1 did say that I didn’t hear him make 
the statement referring to the company, that I heard 

him make a statement that I didn't remember exactly what 
lie did say, but evidently the official reporter didn't either, 
and therefore asked him and therefore the witness imme¬ 
diately made the statement that the official reporter now 
has as the testimony. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Jones, by any chance did 
you hear the statement? 

Mr. Jones: I couldn't hear what the statement was and 
then either you or the reporter asked him to go back over it, 
that is when he gave the answer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: May I inquire if either of the 
newspaper reporters heard it ? 

Mr. Hassell: The witness said they wanted to know if 
he was going to stick with the men in the company, and he 
immediately said “CIO" as the reporter asked him to re¬ 
peat. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: "Well, did you hear it, Mr. 
Cooper? 

Mr. Cooper: That was my recollection, along that line. 
The first statement was, “With the men or with the com¬ 
pany,*' and the second statement was immediately after, 
was “with the men or with the CIO/’ 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let us take a short recess; 
996*2 that is all. 

(Witness excused) 

Triail Examiner Bloom: We will take a short recess. 

(Thereupon a short recess was taken.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Call your next witness. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Orval Smith, please. 

Orval Smith, a witness called by and on behalf of the 
Respondents, being duly sworn, was examined and testified 
as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What is your full name, Mr. Smith? 
A. Orval Daniel Smith. 

Q. How do you spell your first name? A. O-r-v-a-1. 

Q. And what is your home address? A. 504 Cambria 
Avenue, Johnstown, Pennsylvania. 

Q. What is your occupation ? A. Painter. 

Q. And what was your occupation in the month of Julv, 
1937? A. Painter. 

Q. Where were you employed at that time? A. 134" 
Plate Mill, Franklin. 

i Q. That is part of the Cambria Plant of the Beth- 
9993 lehem Steel Company? A. That’s right. 
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Q. And you are still employed at the same job today? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Is that correct ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well now, can you tell us just what you do as a 
painter? A. Yes, as a painter it is my job to mark the 
steel for fabrication so it can be easily identified to weigh 
and get ready for shipment. 

Q. Well, could you give us a little detail on that, how you 
fit into the operation of the Plate Mill? A. Well, we have 
what we call the table gang, after the steel comes from the 
hot bed it comes on to the chain table, we call it, where it 
is laid out, stamped and painted before it is sheared. 

Q. Well now, are you an employees' representative at the 
present time? A. I am. 

Q. ITow long have you been a representative? A. Since 
July. 

Q. 1937? A. That’s correct. 

O. Were you ever a representative prior to that time? 
A. Xo, sir. 

Wh'4 Q. Who was the representative from the district 
that you now represent before you became repre¬ 
sentative? A. George Fetzko. 

Q. Now, Mr. Smith, I show you Respondents’ Exhibit 
Xo. 124 for Identification and ask you whether you have 
ever seen it before? A. Yes, sir. I have. 

Q. Do vou know who prepared it ? A. Yes, I do. 

0. Who did ? A. I did. 

O. Did you typo the matter that appears at the top of the 
first sheet ? A. Yes, sir, I did. 

Q. Where were you when you typed that? A. In the 
shipper's office, 134" Plate Mill. 

Q. Do you know who owned the typewriter? A. I beg 
your pardon? 

Q. Do you know who owned the typewriter? A. Xo, I 
don't, I know it was there. 

Q. Where did you get the paper? A. From the roll 
order clerk's office. 

Q. Can you tell us what that paper is ordinarily used 
for. A. Yes, sir, that paper is used for making 
ppfio copies of rolling orders on a ditto machine. 

Q. Who does that ordinarily, that is, who operates 
the ditto machine? A. The office boy. 





5008 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 

Q. Xow, you will notice that there is a cardboard back 
under the last sheet. A. Yes. 

Q. Did you put that on at the time that you prepared it ? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where did you get the cardboard? A. From the same 
office. 

Q. Do you know how the cardboard happened to be in 
that office? A. Well, these are ordinarily the backs of the 
regular printed forms of rolling orders, and they usually 
discard them or pile them up somewhere. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When you said, “these" Mr. 
Smith— 

The Witness: I am speaking of the back. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The back? 

The Witness: That's correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The back of 124? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Xow, I don’t know whether 
999b you have answered this question or not, Mr. Smith, 
but I will ask you this anyhow: who composed the 
substance, that is the language, of the writing that appears, 
the tvpewriting that appears, at the top of the first sheet? 
A. I did. 

(,). Did you discuss that, the substance or the language 
of that, with anybody else? A. Yes, I have. 

Q. Well, prior to the time that you did it— A. That 
was—yes, I did. 

Q. Who did you discuss it with? A. With most of the 
fellows that I worked with, practically everybody on our 
turn, in fact. 

Q. Well, could you tell us what that discussion was? A. 
Well, we discussed the men in general whose names appear 
on there. 

Mr. Bose: May we have what was said, please? 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, tell us what was said. A. Well, 
that is pretty hard to tell you the exact words. 

Q. You don’t have to give the exact words, what was the 
substance of what was said? A. Well, the fact that these 
men weren't fit to work with the men that were in the Plate 
Mill, they were no damned good, they were a traitor to the 
cause. 
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Q. Well now, do you remember the day that you 

9997 prepared that ? A. I think the 30th, or the 1st day 
of July, or oil the 30th day of June, now the one of 

the two, I am not sure. 

Q. Did you ask the permission of anybody to get either 
the paper or the cardboard back? A. Absolutely not. 

Q. Did you ask anyone's permission to use the type¬ 
writer? A. Xo, sir. 

(*). Well now, was there anybody present when you typed 
llu* words that appear at the top of the lirst sheet ? A. Yes, 
sir. 

( c ). Who was present ? A. My brother. 

Q. What is his job, if any? A. He is the forwarding 
clerk. 

Q. What was his job— A. In the Plate Mill office. 

Q. What was his job in July, 1937, or June? A. Well, 
his job was to fabricate the steel for shipment. 

Q. I mean what job did he have in the month of June? 
A. The same job, forwarding clerk. 

Q. Same job in July? A. That's right. 

9998 Q. Was there anybody else in the room at the time 
that you typed that ? A. Well now the shipping clerk 

may have been there, but I don't remember. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Smith, since there is such 
a multitude of Smiths, would you tell us vour brother's first 
name? 

The Witness: Florian. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Was there any foreman present at 
that time? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Any superintendent ? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Was there anybody else present that you can recall? 
A. Xot that I can recall, as I say, the shipping clerk might 
have been there, but I don't remember that. 

Q. Well now, did you prepare Respondents' Exhibit 124 
for Identification between the time that you started a turn 
and your quitting time? 

Mr. Rose: I object to that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Ask him when he did prepare it. 
Mr. Ford: What is the objection? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When did he prepare it? 

Mr. Ford: He told us he prepared it either the 

9999 30th of June or the 1st of July. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Why not ask him what time 
of day and what he was doing: at that time? 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What time of the day was it? A. 
Sometime in the morning after seven o'clock. 

Q. And you wore working what turn? A. Seven to three. 
Q. Now on what basis were you paid at that time? A. 
Tonnage rate plus the fifteen and a haif-cent hour rate. 

Q. Do you recall whether anybody else took your place 
when you wore doing that? A. Yes, sir. 

( t >. Do you recall who it was? A. Offhand I don't, no, it 
could have been any one of several men. 

Q. Did you ask the permission of anyone, of a foreman, 
to do that? A. Xo. sir. 

Q. Well, tell us just how it came about that you left your 
job. A. Well, we had discussed the idea of drawing up this 
petition, and I asked this man to “spell’' me while I went 
and got it ready, in other words do my job while I was 
away. 

10000 Q. Did you speak to anybody else but this man that 
spelled you, as you say, about leaving your job to do 

that? A. Well, ! wouldn't know that, nobodv but the men 
that I am working around. 

Mr. Rose: Well, can we find out what that “spell" 
means ? 

Mr. Ford: I think he defined it has having someone take 
his place. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean by that, re¬ 
lieves you for a spell, is that where the expression comes 
from ? 

The Witness: Relieves me, it is a slang expression, yes. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Lawvers don't understand 
those things, you have to be very careful when you are talk¬ 
ing to lawyers to explain. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) I don't know whether I asked this 
question or not, Mr. Smith, I would like it answered, any¬ 
how—did you ask the permission of the foreman, either 
of the foremen? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Any foreman? A. Xo, sir. 

10001 Q. To leave your job? A. No, sir. 

Q. Any superintendent ? A. Absolutely not. 

Q. Did you ask anybody’s permission to leave your job? 
A. Xo, sir. 
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Q. Well now you will notice that at the present time 
there arc some lines, I believe, on all four sheets. A. Yes. 

Q. Do you know when they were first put on there? 

Trial Examiner Bloom.: You mean the horizontal— 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Horizontal pencil lines and the ver¬ 
tical line that appears on each of the sheets? 

The "Witness: I know when I made the petition I com¬ 
posed several of these sheets after the first one, I don’t 
know just how many, because I don’t know how many signa¬ 
tures were needed. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you mean by that that you 
drew the lines ? 

The Witness: That's right, drew the lines through the 
center and drew them crosswise, but I don’t know just 
how many of these I did prepare, several of them. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you use a ruler? 

The Witness: Yes, a ruler. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, what did you do with it 
10002 after you prepared it? A. I brought it up to the 

mill and handed it to a man bv the name of Garv. 

• * 

Q. What was his job? A. He is the slab recorder. 

Q. Did you have a conversation with him at the time 
you gave it to him? A. 1 showed it to him and of course 
we had discussed it previously, he knew what it was all 
about, I asked him if lie would take it around to the furnace 
crew. 

Q. Well now. did you speak to any other men about tak¬ 
ing it around besides Gary? A. I might have spoke to 
several, I don’t recall. You mean at that time, or later on 
in the day? 

Q. Either later on in the day, or at that time, or per¬ 
haps at some previous time? A. This petition, the reason 
I asked, this petition was a topic of discussion, practically 
all the time. I know I talked about, a little before three 
o'clock there, I talked to Ryan about it and between that 
time and the time that I saw Gary I, although I didn't have 
it in my possession, why. we were talking about the peti¬ 
tion and who had it and everything about it, in fact. 

Q. Well now, you use the word “Ryan.” Which Ryan 
is that ? A. Raymond Ryan. 
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Q. Did you ever speak to Harry Merritt about tak- 

10003 ing it around.’ A. Well, I don't recall that. I don’t 
know that. 

Q. How about Hiram Rollins? A. Well, I talked to 
Hiram. 

Q. Xow. after you gave it to Gary, as you testified, when 
did you see it again ? A. Some time before that—well, I 
saw it several times during; that day. You understand that 
:a order to canvass men in the Plate Mill proper—by that 
1 mean from the roll down to the loading gang, they both 
would pass my side, because I work there with the group 
of men. 

Q. Did you ever get possession of it again? A. Yes, I 
had possession of it about—well, sometime during the day, 
1 myself signed it. I couldn't tell you just what time. Then 
later on in the day, maybe a quarter to three, I got that 
petition. After it was finished, or our turn, it was handed 
to me. 

( L >. Well, now, when did you first get hold of the petition, 
if you did, after it had been filled out, as it now appears, 
with all of the signatures that now appear on it ? A. Harry 
Merritt gave it to me. T don't just recall—it was a couple 
of days later. He turned it over to me, as I had re¬ 
quested. 

10004 ! ( L ). What did you do with it ? A. I beg your par¬ 
don ? 

Q. What did you do with it ? A. I turned it over to Mr. 
Ryan—that is, the foreman of the 134" Plate Mill. 

Q. Did you say anything? A. Yes, sir. 

( t ). Have a conversation with Mr. Ryan? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What did you say? A. I asked him to forward that 
to the proper officials, for action. 

Q. What did he say? A. He says he would do that. 

Q. Did you say anything else? A. That is about all that 
I recall. 

Q. Did he say anything else? A. I don't remember that, 
if he did. 

Q. What was the next time that you saw the exhibit 
marked 124 for Identification ? Respondents * Exhibit 124 
for Identification. A. This petition was handed back to me 
some time later by Mr. Marley. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Marley. 
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The Witness: Mr. Harrv Marlev. 

10005 Q. Were you in the mill, the day that George 
Fetzko reported out for work? A. Yes, I was. 

Q. Well, now, did Mr. Marlev give you back Respondents’ 
Exhibit 124 for Identification, before or after George 
Fetzko reported out for work ? A. It was prior to that 
time. 

Q. Did you have a conversation with him at that time? 
A. Yes, sir. He told me that the management should do 
something about it. After—absolutely nothing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean that—after he said 
that, he swallowed a word—“management”—did you get 
that ? 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Wasn’t there anything else? A. Xot 
as I recall, except that they couldn’t do anything about the 
petition. 

Q. Well, did you say anything at all ? A. I said it was a 
damned shame. 

Q. Anything else? A. I don’t recall anything else. 

Q. Well, now do you remember the day the strike among 
the employees at the Cambria Plant began last June? 

10006 A. Yes, I do. 

Q. Do you remember the date ? A. I think it was 

June 11th, eleven o'clock Friday night. 

Q. Did you work during the strike? A. Yes, I did. 

Q. Did you see George Fetzko at that time, during the 

strike? A. I saw him on the picket line. 

Q. Where? A. Where? 

Q. Yes. A. At the Time Office Gate. 

Q. Do you remember when that was? A. It was some 

time during the strike period. 1 don’t—I couldn’t suggest 

anv one dav. It was he and his brother. 

• * 

Q. Can you tell us what was happening at the gate at 
that time? A. I couldn’t really say, I know it was—there 
was a mob there. 

Q. Were they doing anything? That is, either George or 
his brother, that you could see? A. Well, they were in the 
mob. Other than that, they didn’t do anything to me. 

Q. Now, between that time of the strike and the day you 
prepared Respondents’ Exhibit 124 for Identifica- 

10007 tion, as you have testified, was there any discussion 
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among; the men in the Plate Mill about George Fetzko, to 
you r kn o w 1 edge? A. Yes, 11 1 e re wa s. 

Q. Tell us the substance of what was said. A. Yes, it 
was substantially—it was discussed practically at all times 
after the strike started, due to the fact that he was a traitor 
to the men that voted for him as an employees’ representa¬ 
tive; his activities on the picket line, and his—and in gen¬ 
eral did everything against the men who really supported 
him, and the standards that they adhered to. 

Q. Well, did you ever hear anything specific about what 
he had done during this strike/ A. I did hear, that he was 
within— 

Mr. Rose: "Well, now, I object to- this, Mr. Examiner. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: He was in a group of men that struck 
one of bur workers up there, coming to work. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Do you know that worker’s name? 
A. Heter—a man by the name of Heter. 

Q. Heter? A. Also a craneman. 

(,). Do you know how to spell his name? A. I think his 
name is H-e-t-e-r. 

Q. Was anything said by the men in the Plate Mill 

10008 about working with George Fetzko ? A. Hum—I will 
say there was. 

Q. Will you tell us what was said along that line? A. 
They absolutely would not work with him. 

Q. Were you in the plate mill the day that George Fetzko 
came out to apply for work? A. Yes, I was. 

10009 i Q. What shift were you working, that day ? A. I 
was working eleven to seven. 

Q. What time of day was it that you saw Fetzko? A. I 
don’t just recall, it was sometime in the morning. 

Q. Well now perhaps I have misled you. I am not re¬ 
ferring to the day that he came back to report for work. 
I am referring to the day that he came out to apply for 
work. A. Which was the day previous. I was there, al¬ 
though 1 don't recall just what time it was, but I remember 
him coming up through the mill. 

Q. I'll— A. I wasn't working at the time, you under¬ 
stand. I had come up there on some business. My regular 
shift was eleven to seven. 
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Q. Xow tell us what you saw. A. Well, there wasn’t 
much to that, other than the fact that he came up through 
the mill. 

Q. Did you speak to him ? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Did you see any other men speak to him ? A. Xot to 
my knowledge. 

Q. Did you see James Hoover that day ? A. I saw James 
Hoover that night. 

Q. About what time? A. About five minutes of 

10010 eleven. 

Q. Did you have a conversation with him? A. A 
few words. 

Q. Can you tell us what was said ? A. He informed me 
that George Fetzko was coming out to work, the next day. 
I asked him how he knew, and he told me that he asked 
Ryan. That is, the foreman. And he informed him of that 
fact. 

Q. Did you say anything? A. I said that we weren’t go¬ 
ing to work with him. 

Q. Well now, were you in the mill the next morning? 
A. Yes, sir, I was. 

Q. Did you see George Fetzko? A. Yes, I did. 

Q. Well, can you tell us what happened that morning? 
A. Do you mean from start—from seven o’clock, or when 
I first saw him? 

Q. Well— A. Understand, I didn’t see him right after 
seven o'clock. 

Q. Well, did vou hear that he was in the mill? A. Yes, 
I did. 

Q. What time did you first hear of it? A. Why, about 
seven o'clock. 

Q. Well, what did you do ? A. Well, after quitting time 
I went up to the furnace house with a group of fel¬ 
lows. 

10011 Q. Were there anybody up there ? A. Quite a crowd. 
Q. Well, tell us what happened after you got up 

there. A. After I got up there, I walked over to where 
Jim Hoover was standing; we had discussed this situation 
for a while, and Mr. Hoover saw Mr. Ryan coming over, 
and he walked over to meet him and had some words, I 
can’t just say the exact words, but the substance was that 
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we wasn’t going to work with that fellow; the mill would not 
roll as long’ as he was there. 

Q. Did you have a conversation with Ryan? A. Xot as 
I recall. 

Q. 'Well, tell us what happened after that. A. After that 
Mi*. Ryan said—told—informed Mr. Hoover that he would 
have to go to somebody higher, that he had no authority, 
and lie went for Mr. Marley, or I presume he did, because 
a little later he came back with Mr. Marley and Mr. Det- 
tling. 

Q. Well, tell us what happened after Mr. Marley and Mr. 
Dettling got back. A. Mr. Marley came up with Mr. Det- 
tling and Mi-. Ryan and asked them what was the matter. 
Jim Hoover, of course, acted as spokesman, and told him 
that the mill would not roll as long as “that dirty son-of-a- 
bitell was over there.” (Indicating). 

30012 iQ. What happened then? A. After that, Mr. Mar¬ 
ley had tried to explain to him that the Supreme 
Court had made a ruling upholding the Wagner Act, and 
that the-company had to put these men back to work, be¬ 
cause they dare not discriminate between a worker and a 
striker. 

Q. Did— A. Whereupon Jim Hoover told them that he 
didn't give a damn what ruling the Supreme Court had 
made, they had no jurisdiction over the men, and we didn’t 
have to work with him. 

Q. Did you say anything? A. Mr. Marley asked Mr. 
Hoover at that time if he was speaking for all of the men, 
and Mr.! Hoover said, “I speak for the furnace crew," and 
I spoke mp and said, “I represent the men from the lower 
end." 

10013 What did you say, if anything? A. That is what 
I said,—“1 represent the men from the lower end." 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford means, did vou sav 
anything else then ? 

The Witness: Xo, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, did you say anything about 
working with Fetzko? 

Mr. Rose: He said he didn't say anything else. 

The Witness: That was understood. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 
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Q. (By Mr. Ford) What was understood? A. It was 
understood that we were up there for the purpose of not 
working with him, and seeing that he didn’t go to work. 
When I said I represented the lower end of the mill, that 
meant the group of men there that came up there. I was 
just spokesman for them. We absolutely would not work 
him. 

Q. Well, what happened after that ? A. Mr. Marley sent 
for Clayton Grove, the electrician foreman, and when Mr. 
Grove came down, Mr. Marley and Mr. Grove talked to Mr. 
Fetzko—Fetzko—and a little later they went up to Clayton 
Grove’s office. 

Q. What time was that, approximately ? A. I 

10014 would say that was a little before eight o’clock. 

Q. Well, now, was the mill rolling steel while you 
were up at the furnace house? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Did the mill roll steel that morning, at any time, after 
that ? A. The mill shut down about ten minutes of seven, 
I would judge, and they did not roll any steel until about 
eight o'clock: until after Fetzko left the mill. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Smith, did you ever see minutes 
of meetings held under the Plan of Employees' Representa¬ 
tion, posted on the bulletin board in the Plate Mill, Mr. 
Smith? A. Yes, I have. 

Q. In what form were those minutes? Were they type¬ 
written, or mimeographed, or printed, or do you recall ? A. 
I would imagine they were mimeographed copies, although 
1 would not know for sure. 

Q. Now, where in the Plate Mill were those minutes 
posted? A. On the bulletin board. 

Q. Where are the bulletin boards? A. There is one at 
the office, situated midway in the Plate Mill, and one at the 
salt house, located near the rolls. 

10015 Q. Are there any others? A. That is all that I 
recall. 

Q. Were minutes posted on both of those bulletin boards? 
A. I think so, but I couldn’t swear to that. 

Q. Have there been any minutes posted on any of the 
bulletin boards in the Plate Mill, recently, to your knowl¬ 
edge? A. Xo, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why not fix the time? 

Mr. Ford: Yes. 
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Q. (By Mr. Ford) When was the last occasion that you 
saw minutes posted on these boards? A. I couldn’t say 
for sure, but I know it was some time prior to the time 
that the Supreme Court declared the Wagner Act valid. 

Mr. Ford: Will you read the last answer, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Have you posted any minutes, your¬ 
self, since you have been representative? A. Xo, sir. 

i Q. Now, Mr. Smith, I am going to ask you a num- 
1001(5 her of questions, and before I begin I shall explain 
what I mean by the phrase “a person acting in a 
supervisory capacity", and by the word “employee,” both 
of which expressions appear in the questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are they the same questions? 
Are they all the same questions? 

Mr. Ford: Well, I am going to ask this witness several 
questions that are not reduced to writing, that I have not 
previously asked any other witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) When I use the phrase “a person act¬ 
ing in a supervisory capacity", I mean a person having 
authority on behalf of Bethlehem Steel Company (1) to con¬ 
tract or arrange for employment or to terminate employ¬ 
ment. or to discipline an employee of that company for 
poor workmanship or for any other reason, or to fix or 
agree upon wages or hours of work, or working conditions, 
or schedule an employee of that company for work. 

When I use the word “employee” I mean any person who 
at any time has been in the employment of Bethlehem Steel 
Company. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford, would you mind hav¬ 
ing thei witness tell us what that first definition means'? 
That has several parts: we want to make sure, of course, 
that he understands your definition. 

10017 Mr. Ford: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Smith, tell us what your 
understanding is, as to who I mean when I refer to a per¬ 
son who has authority on behalf of Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany to contract or arrange for employment? A. That 
would be the manager of the employment office. 
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Q. And a person who lias power or authority on behalf of 
Bethlehem Steel Company to terminate employment? A. 
That would be probably the same place. 

Q. A person that has authority on behalf of Bethlehem 
Steel Company to discipline an employee of that company 
for poor workmanship or for any other reason? A. That 
would be the foremen, superintendents. 

Q. What do you understand by the word “discipline’’? 
A. “Discipline” would be to give a man time for not doing 
his work properly. 

Q. You mean suspending him, temporarily? A. That is 
right, suspending him. 

Q. Yes, anything else? A. Or to—criticize him—verb¬ 
ally criticize him for his work. 

1001S Q. Anything more drastic than suspending him? 
A. I beg your pardon ? 

Q. Does “discipline” to your mind, mean anything more 
serious than suspension ? Would it include anything more 
serious than that? A. Well, they could recommend dis¬ 
charge. 

Q. Now, who could do that? A. The foremen can rec¬ 
ommend it. 

Q. Well, what is your understanding of a man that has 
power to discharge, in the Cambria Plant ? Discharge an 
employee? A. I would say it would be the superintendent. 

Q. Are you sure, one way or the other, Mr. Smith ? A. 
Xo, T am not certain. 

Q. Well, would it include anybody lower than the fore¬ 
man ? A. Absolutely not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, who is lower than the 
foreman? 

The Witness: I would not— 

Mr. Ford: Well, the men, I guess. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That question, the way it 
sounds, implies something that I did not mean, of course. 
I mean in this way—I am not given to puns, that way. Mr. 

Smith, you say “a foreman.” Or rather Mr. Ford 
10019 asked you whether tiiat included foremen, or anyone 
below that. 

Mr. Ford: Below. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is there any group below the 
foremen? 
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The Witness: Xo. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That gives any orders of any 
kind? 

The Witness: I have never heard of any. 

Mr. Ford: Was your question limited to the Plate Mill, 
or some other part of the plant ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I am assuming, of course, 
just what this man knows. 

The Witness: That is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It would not be fair to ask him 
about some other. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Were you referring to— A. I was 
referring to the Plate Mill, proper. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I assume, Mr. Ford, that all 
of your questions are directed to the Plate Mill, in this 
man's knowledge. 

(j. (By Mr. Ford) Now what is your understanding of 
who has authority on behalf of Bethlehem Steel Company to 
fix or agree upon wages? What is your understanding of 
such a person? Who would that be? A. I couldn't 
100*20 say for sure. It would be somebody—the superin¬ 
tendent or higher, that would have authority to fix 
the wages. 

Q. And how about a person who has authority on behalf 
of Bethlehem Steel Company to schedule an employee for 
work? 1 A. Well, that would be up to the foreman. 

Q. What do you understand me to mean when I say 
“schedule an employee for work"? A. Tell him when he 
should work, and when he should not work. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think the witness has a fairly 
clear idea of your definition, Mr. Ford. I suggest that 
you do 1 that with all these witnesses, otherwise you will ask 
them that series of questions, and then we may come to a 
question that we really don't understand just what the defi¬ 
nition is. I think if you would go through it with each one 
of them, just this way, why there would be no question 
about it. 

Q. ('By Mr. Ford) Xow, Mr. Smith, did any person 
acting in a supervisory capacity ever directly or indirectly 
suggest to you that you prepare Respondents' Exhibit 124 
for Identification, or any similar paper? 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 5021 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to as calling for a 

10021 conclusion; immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Xo. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did any person acting in a super¬ 
visory capacity ever directly or indirectly advise you to 
prepare Respondents’ Exhibit 124 for Identification, or any 
similar paper? 

Mr. Rose: The same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling; go ahead. 

The Witness: Xo, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did any person acting in a super¬ 
visory capacity ever directly or indirectly request you to 
prepare Respondents' Exhibit 124 for Identification, or any 
similar paper? 

Mr. Rose: The same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling, go ahead. 

The Witness: Xo, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did any person acting in a super¬ 
visory capacity ever directly or indirectly order or direct 
you to prepare Respondents' Exhibit 124 for Identification, 
or any similar paper? 

Mr. Rose: The same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling. 

The Witness: Xo, sir. 

Mr. Ford: Well now, Mr. Examiner. I have pre- 

10022 pared forty-eight questions which are the same as 
the series of forty-eight questions that I had pre¬ 
pared for the witness Merritt and—will you read what I 
said ? 

(The statement of Mr. Ford was read by the reporter 
as above set forth.) 

Mr. Rose: I assume— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is understood the same stipu¬ 
lation, same objections, same rulings and the same answers 
would be given. Is that agreeable to all counsel? 

Mr. Rose: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Jones, do you want to 
cross examine? 

Mr. Jones: Xo. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Bose? 

Mr. Ford: I have no further questions. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: I assumed so. 

Cross Examination 


( t ). (By Mr. Bose) During the month of July, 11)37, 
where,, in the Plate Mill, did you do your work, which was 
painting? A. Bight at the table: lay-out tables. That is, 
midway between the—sitting midway in the mill, about 
halfway from either end. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Smith, was that expression 
“lay-out*' table? 

The Witness: That is right, lay-out table, where the 
plates are all laid out previous to shearing. 

10023 ( t ). (By Mr. Bose) How many men worked at the 

lay-out table? A. Six or eight. 

Q. -,-\nd how many of them were painters? A. How 
many were painters? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Bose) Yes, sir. A. I am the only painter 
on the turn. 

Mr. Ford: Well, now, Mr. Bose, was your previous ques¬ 
tion as to the number of men directed to all three turns, or 
just one turn? 

Mr.j Bose: No, at the time this man was working, of 


course. 

Triql Examiner Bloom: Well, did you mean on his 
turn ? 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Ford: Is that the way you understood the question? 

The Witness: That is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When you said— 

The| Witness: I am the only man that gets paid for 
painting. 

Mr. Ford: I know, but how manv men worked with vou 
at the lay-out table on your turn at that time? 

, The Witness: Oh, about eight—six or eight on at 
10024 the same time. 

Q. (By Mr. Bose) That is wliat? Now, this six 
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Mr. Ford: T think the witness might have misunderstood, 
that is all. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Of your group of six or eight men, 
you are the only painter, is that correct ? A. I get—that 
is, the only position that is paid for painting. 

Q. And how far from that table was the shipper\ of¬ 
fice.' A. At the lower end of the mill. 

Q. I beg your pardon? A. At the lower end of the mill. 
As I said previously, the office, or the layout tables, are 
about midway from either end. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, now, Mr. Smith, when 
you say “the lower end of the mill"—I have gone by on 
the railroad train and 1 have noticed that there are about 
eight miles or something like that, of mills. Do vou mean 
the Plate Mill? 

The Witness: I am speaking of the Plate Mill. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

The Witness: In particular. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that what your answer re¬ 
ferred to? 

The Witness: That is right, that is correct, every- 
10025 thing in that light, see? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I just wanted to make sure 
that you were not referring to the mill as an entirety. 

The Witness: Oh, no. 

Q. (By Mi*. Rose) Where is the foreman's office, in the 
Plate Mill ? A. Situated about at Xo. 1 shear. 

Q. Where is the shipper's office with respect to Xo. 1 
shear? A. Four or five hundred feet away. 

Q. Where is the marker's shanty? A. Situated at the end 
of the lay-out table. 

Q. And what is the marker's shanty? A. The marker is 
a man that marks the steel, so the men on the layout crew 
mill know how to lay it out, what to paint, and what heat 
to stamp on the finished product. When he marks this up, 
he has to stencil those same orders in the book. That was 
in the marker's shanty. 

Q. Well, how many men occupy—if more than one man 
occupy—this marker's shanty? A. Several. 

Q. Could you tell us who occupied that in July, 1937? 
A. That is two foremen and the marker. 
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Q. 'Which two foremen? A. Mr. Ryan and Mr. Dett- 
ling. 

10026 Q. On the day you drew the petition. Respondents’ 
Exhibit 124 for Identification, what did you say to 

the men who I believe you said took a spell for you—is that 
the#expression? A. That is right “spell.” 

Q. Well, what did you say to him? A. Just asked him to 
do my work while I went somewhere. 

Q. Was that the entire conversation ? A. Oh, I would not 
recall that. 1 might have told him I was going to draw up a 
petition. 

Q. And where did you go immediately after you had that 
conversation? A. Went up to the upper office. 

Q. What is the upper office? A. That is a rolling order 
clerk's office. That is where they prepare the rolling or¬ 
ders. 

Q. And who occupies that office? A. The steel provider, 
the rolling order clerk, chief clerk and the office boy. 

Q. And what did you do in there? A. I went in there and 
got some paper. 

Q. Did you ask anybody for the paper? A. Xo, sir, I did 
not. 

Q. Where is Mr. Marlev’s office? A. With what? 

10027 Q. With reference to the roller clerk’s office? A. 
Which one? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you mean which Mr. Mar- 
ley. or which office ? 

The Witness: Which office? He has several. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Is there any office that Mr. Marley 
occupies, which is next to the roll clerk’s office? A. Yes, 
there is a small one. 

Q. I beg your pardon, sir ? A. There is a small one, yes. 
Q. Where did you go from the roll clerk’s office, after 
you got the paper ? A. Back down in the mill, down to the 
shipper’s office. 

Q. Can you typewrite? A. Yes, sir, I can pick at it. 

Q. I mean, do you use the “hunt-and-punch” system? 
A. “Hunt-and-poke” method, that is right. 

Q. How long did that take you, to type first page? 

Mr. Ford: Oh, I think that is immaterial, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. 


BETH. STEEL CO. EX AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 5025 


Trial Examiner: lie may answer. 

The Witness: I couldn't say that. It— 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Half an hour? A. I would not say 
that. Oh, it would not take me half an hour to type 
1002S that. 

Q. Fifteen minutes.' A. About liftcen or twenty, 
something like that. I couldn't say for sure. It took me 
longer than the ordinary person, I know that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What did you say? 

The Witness: It took me longer than the ordinary typ¬ 
ist. 


Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, can you tell us approximately 
how much time you spent in connection with this petition, 
from the time you left the layout table, up until the time you 
completed it ? A. couple of hours. 

Q. IIow many typewriters are there in the shipper's of¬ 
fice? A. I couldn't tell you that. 

Q. Were there more than one? A. I have seen two there. 

Q. Who occupies that shipper's office? 

Mr. Ford: At the present time? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Where you typed— 

Mr. Rose: Xo, I will withdraw that. 

(}. (By Mr. Rose) During the month of July, 1937, who 
occupied the shipper's office where you typed the petition? 

A. Do you mean who works out of there, or who was 
10029 there at the present time? 

Q. Who works there? A. The forwarding- clerk, 
the slip checker, and the shipper. 

Q. What is the name of the shipper? A. John Veil. 

Q. What does John Veil do. can you tell us? A. John 
Veil is responsible for the car loadings and shipment of 
steel to their destinations. 

Q. Does he have supervision of men? A. 1 couldn't say 
that for sure. 

Q. Well, do you know whether he directs any men ? A. 
Oh, yes. 

Q. As to what to do ? A. He tells the office force what 
to do. 

Q. Does he tell any of the mill men? Men in the plate 
mill, what to do ? A. Xot to my knowledge. 
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Q. Docs lie direct men in the shipping department? A. 
That is right. 

Q. Hbw many working in the shipping department, do 
vou know? A. You mean in the office. 

Q. Yes. 

Mr. Ford: Is this at the present time, or in June? 

10030 Mr. Rose: Xo, I am referring to- July, 1937. I 
didn't mean to make it at the present time. 

The Witness: I think nine men, three on each turn. Or 
two men. I beg your pardon. Six men, two men on each 
turn. The forwarding clerk and the slip checker. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Was Mr. Veil also in charge of the 
men who worked in the yard? A. 1 don't know that, I don't 
know who has their juris—who is their supervisor. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is that question, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

10031 iQ. Is Mr. Veil a salaried man, do you know? A. I 
couldn't tell you that. 

Q. Well, when you said he had charge or directed the men, 
six men— 

Mr. Ford: Well¬ 
er. (By Mr. Rose) —two men on your shift— 

Mr. Ford: Well, what was it the witness said? I think 
he said that he told a couple of men on each turn, was it, 
or something of that sort? 1 don't believe that he said 
that he J —at least used that expression, that Veil had charge 
of the men. 

Mr. Rose: I think you said he told the men on the turn 
what to do. Tie directed them. 

Mr.Ford: Well that may be. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if you want to use the 
language of the witness, use the language of the witness. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) How long were you in Mr. Veil's of¬ 
fice. drawing the petition ? A. I couldn't say that. 

Q. Did you receive your full earnings? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ford: Uh— 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) For the day— 

10032 ■ Mr. Ford: Just a minute, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean by 
“full earnings?” 
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Mr. Ford: Now ir.ay wo liave Mr. Sliawe define what he 
means by that! Or Mr. Rose? 

Mr. Rose: Salary or compensation, whatever he is paid. 
Mr. Ford: Well- 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It does not mean anything. 

Mr. Ford: T don't think that question is— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase the question. 

Mr. Rose: I will withdraw it. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) On what basis were you paid for your 
work as a painter? Tonnage basis or hourly basis, or 
straight salary? Will you tell us, please? A. Tonnage 
basis, plus $1.24 a day, which was a blanket rate given to 
all the employees of Bethlehem Steel. 

Q. And was that the way you wore paid in the month of 
July, 1937 ? A. That is right. 

Q. Did you receive your full hourly rate for the day on 
which you prepared the petition? A. Yes, I did. 

Q. And for the same day, were you paid also on the ton¬ 
nage basis? A. Yes, sir. 

10033 Q. Who is Hiram Rollins, do you know? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Who? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Hiram Rollins, 1 believe you men¬ 
tioned his name. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rollins? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) What was his occupation in July, 
1937? A. I couldn't say for sure, but I think it was plate 
and stock man. 

Q. Did he work in the Plate Mill ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When you wrote this petition. Respondents' Exhibit 
124 for Identification, did you copy it from any other 
paper? A. I think I did put it in writing, first, although I 
couldn't swear to that. 

Q. You don't know? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Is that correct? A. That is right. I may have made 
a copy of the heading, there, roughly in pencil, and then 
typed it. 

Q. Well, how many times did you type it on the 

10034 typewrite? A. Once, on that page. 

Q. You didn't make any mistakes, did you? A. 
might have. There should be. 
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Q. When did you show the petition to Mr. Ryan? I mean 
the foreman. A. After it was completed. 

Q. Would you give us the time, approximately! A. Well, 
that petition was given to me by Harry Merritt, and it was 
perhaps a week later, several days later anyway, that I 
turned it over to Mr. Ryan. 

Q. Well, where was the petition between the time you re¬ 
ceived it .front Harry Merritt, and the time you turned it 
over to Mr. Ryan ? A. In my locker. 

Q. And what did you say to Mr. Ryan when you gave him 
the petitipn? A. 1 handed him that petition and asked him 
to forward it to the proper authorities for action. 

Q. Did you say anything else? A. Well. I don’t recall. 

Q. Did he look at the petition? A. I don't recall that, to 
tell you the truth. 

O. Did he sav anvthing to vou ? A. Not as I recall. 

Q. Well, where were you at the time you gave him 
10035 the petition? A. In the office. 

Q. What office ? A. I walked in the—the Plate Mill 
office—and handed it to him. 

Q. And who was present at that time, do you recall, be¬ 
sides yoU| and Mr. Ryan? A. I don't know as there was 
anybody else present. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Two o'clock. 

Can you come back at two? 

The Witness: I can. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What turn do vou work on? 

% 

The Witness: Xo. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Or don't you work? Well then, 
come back at two o'clock. He is not working. 

(Whereupon, at 12:30 o'clock p.m., a recess was taken to 
2:00 o'clock p.m.) 


10040 After Recess 

(Whereupon, the hearing was resumed, pursuant to re¬ 
cess, at two o'clock p. m.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come to 
order. 
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Orval Smith resumed the stand as a witness bv and on 

* 

behalf of the Respondents, and having been previously 
sworn, testified further as follows: 

Cross-Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know what kind of a type¬ 
writer you typed Respondents’ Exhibit 124 for Identifica¬ 
tion, I mean the make of typewriter? A. I couldn’t say 
that. 

Q. I beg your pardon? A. I couldn’t say that. 

Q. Then you don’t know? A. Xo, I don't know, I know 
what typewriter it was. 

Q. I beg your pardon? A. I know the type, but I do not 
know the make. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean by that? 

The Witness: Why, it was a portable typewriter dif¬ 
ferent type, you see, but I don't know the company that 
made the typewriter, I just don’t recall. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I see. 

10041 Q. (By Mr. Rose) When prior to the time that 
you typed the petition, Respondents' Exhibit 124 for 
Identification, had you done any typewriting? A. Differ¬ 
ent times, I just couldn't say when, I have typed a lot be¬ 
fore and since. 

Q. I beg your pardon ? A. I have type before and since, I 
just couldn't say when, but I have done typewriting. 

Q. Now, will you typewrite on the machine in front of 
you the petition, Respondents' Exhibit 124 for Identifica¬ 
tion, using the same spacing on the paper and the same 
punctuation? 

Mr. Ford: I don't see the materiality. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is the objection? 

Mr. Ford: Well, it is pretty immaterial, I don't see 
the point of it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you have any objection to 
typing? 

The Witness: This isn't the same kind of machine, I 
can tell you that, I have never seen a machine like that be¬ 
fore, but I am willing to try it. 

Mr. Ford: If you are willing to try it, go ahead. 

The Witness: I can type that, but I don't know as it 
will be exactly the same as that because I have never seen 
any machine like this before. 
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10042 Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, try it. 

The 'Witness: It takes me a couple of hours. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Mr. Rose: Take your time. 

('Whereupon, the witness proceeded to typewrite upon 
a typewriter placed before him.) 

The Witness: I didn't see the spacer for that, because I 
am not used to this machine. 

Mr. Ford: I see. May I see that, Mr. Rose? 

Mr. Rose: Yes. Will you mark that for identification, 
please? 

(Thereupon, the document above referred to was marked 
as Board's Exhibit No. 284 for Identification.) 

Mr. Rose: I offer in evidence Board's Exhibit 284 for 
Identification, which is the copy of Respondents’ 124 for 
Identification, just typed by the witness. 

Mr. Ford: That is objected to as immaterial and irre¬ 
levant, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Smith, do you have any 
idea of what kind of machine this was you used? 

The Witness: Well, I couldn't say. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You are sure it’s a portable? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ford: Could we have this machine described for 
the record, Mr. Examiner? 

10043 Trial Examiner Bloom: That is a Remington 
Noiseless typewriter, it is not portable. 

The Witness: You see. 1 don't know where the spacer 
is or anything on that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Where do you find the number 
on there? I don't see any number on it other than the 
fact that it is on the back as Remington Noiseless type¬ 
writer, it is an upright machine. 

Mr. Ford: Well, my objection, Mr. Examiner, is to the 
fact that that exhibit for identification. Board's Exhibit 
for Identification No. 284. does not prove anything, or has 
any bearing in this case. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I don’t think this reallv 
is a fair test at all as to whether the man could type a 
similar document. He has never seen this machine before, 
according to his statement. 
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Mr. Rose: May T ask a question, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

Q. (By Mr. Hose) Do you know whether the keyboard 
on the machine you used to typewrite the petition is the 
same as the one on this one? A. I wouldn’t know that, but 
I imagine so, you mean this part here (pointing to keys on 
typewriter). 

Q. Yes. A. I imagine so, although I could not say 

10044 for sure, you understand I am not a typist. 

Q. So far as you know, was it a standard key¬ 
board? A. I wouldn’t be able to say that, either, whether 
it is or whether it isn't a standard. 

Mr. Rose: Well, Mr. Examiner, I believe— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let me ask you this—par¬ 
don me. 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Prior to the time that you typed 
Respondents' Exhibit 124 for Identification, had you ever 
used that machine before, that is, you say you typed it 
on a portable; have you ever used that machine before? 

The Witness: Yes, I think 1 have. Well, 1 couldn't 
swear to it. There is another machine up there which is 
an old style upright and I just can’t say which one it 
was, but I have used it several times. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean the portable? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Or the other one? 

The Witness : I don't know which one. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Or possibly both? 

The Witness: Possibly both. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

10045 Mr. Ford: Before you rule on the Board’s offer, I 
would like to have the record show that the witness 

took approximately five minutes to type the matter ap¬ 
pearing on Board's Exhibit 284 for Identification, that he 
sat down to the machine immediately without any instruc¬ 
tions from any one and proceeded to type it, but at the 
time the machine was turned over to him by Board's coun¬ 
sel it was set to write single space, although Respondents' 
Exhibit 124 for Identification is double space and that the 
witness was not advised how the typewriter was set. 
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I would also like tile record to show that oil this par¬ 
ticular type of machine, from the position in which the wit¬ 
ness was sitting at the time he typed the matter, as it was 
tvped, was not clearlv visible and that the copy from which 
he— 

Mr. Rose: I object to that statement. Counsel can’t 
testify as to whether or not the paper was visible. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Here, let's— 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, the Examiner can take judi¬ 
cial notice of this. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Get yourself comfortable, Mr. 
Smith, the way you would like to type it and do it again. 
Mr. Shawe: May I set the double space? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, as com- 

10046 pletely unnecessary. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You may go ahead. 

Mr. Ford: How is the machine set now? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Ford: How is the machine set now? 

The "Witness: lie set it for double space, it doesn’t 
make any difference. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We can find out. 

The Witness: This spacing, you see what I mean, this 
spacing from here, it isn't going to be the same because 
I don't know a damn thing about it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see, you don't have to copy 
it just the way it is, just run off that. 

(Whereupon, the witness typewrote upon a typewriter 
placed before him.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. The record may 
show that it took the witness exactlv five minutes. 

Mr. Rose: May I see it. Will you mark that for iden¬ 
tification ? 

(Thereupon, the document above referred to was marked 
as Board’s Exhibit Xo. 285 for Identification.) 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, has there been a ruling on the 
offer of the previous Board Exhibit for Identification? 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, there hasn’t. 

10047 Mr. Ford: Well, I think in connection with that 
offer, that the record should show that the machine 

was set so as to write single space. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: What, the first one ? 

Mr. Ford: The first of the two samples, and that the 
witness was not advised of that fact. 

10048 Mr. Rose: Mr. Examiner— 

Mr. Ford: Counsel for the Board changed it so 
it would write double space between the time that he wrote 
the two samples. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As a matter of fact the first 
exhibit is double spaced, that first one. 

The Witness: I did that. 

Mr. Ford: The record should also show in writing 
those two lines or three lines the witness struck— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean the bottom three 
lines ? 

Mr. Ford: —the spacer twice. 

Mr. Rose: Mr. Examiner, if we are going to have that 
in evidence that will speak for itself. 

Mr. Ford: It doesn’t speak for itself though. 

Mr. Rose: Furthermore 1 submit that what happened 
was the typewriter was put on the table for the witness 
to use. 

Mr. Ford: Well, I am not proposing to argue it, all 
I am doing is trying to have the record reflect the facts. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let me ask the witness; Mr. 
Smith, when you typed Board's Exhibit 284 for Identifica¬ 
tion, when you went from the first line to the second— 

The Witness: I can explain that very easily, this ma¬ 
chine was set for single space and I noticed that 

10049 when I hit the first time, and I had to hit this twice. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean you hit the— 

The Witness: This bar, the spacer, twice. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The spacer twice? 

The Witness: In order to make it move to this place 
there. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean to the double space? 

The Witness: I forgot about that, I don’t know how to 
work that machine. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In between the second line and 
the third line you hit the spacer twice, is that correct? 

The Witness: That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Between the third line and the 
fourth line and the fourth line and the fifth line? 
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The Witness: I only hit it once, I couldn’t see that there. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: That is clear. Now, when you 
typed this second exhibit, Mr. Smith, 285, was the spacer 
set for one or two? 

The!Witness: Yes, he set the machine, two, I guess. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you pointing to the Board’s 
counsel? 

The Witness: Whoever changed it, somebody changed 
it in the meantime. 

10050 Mr. Shawe: I changed the spacer from one to 
two. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think that is clear. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Shawe, prior to the time that the witness 
began to type the first of the two samples, I believe it is 
284 for Identification— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 284 is correct. 

Mr.iFord: The machine was set so as to type single 
space if the carriage was struck once, is that correct? 

Mr. Rose: I think the witness has told us about that. 
Mr. Shawe: That’s correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Shawe— 

Mr. Ford: The witness does not know how it was set 
when it was brought. 

Mr. Shawe: When the witness typed Board’s Exhibit 
284 for Identification the machine was set to space one 
space and I changed it to space two. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean between— 

The Witness: Between the two copies. 

Mr. Shawe: To type Board’s Exhibit 285 for Identifica¬ 
tion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, may I see the second one, 
285, please, Mr. Broun? 

(The exhibit referred to was passed to the Examiner.) 

10051 Trial Examiner Bloom: Will somebody kindly 
remove the typewriter? Thank you. I will admit 

both of them. 

Mr. Rose: I am offering 285, too, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I assume you are. I will 
admit 284 and 285. 

Mr. Ford: Well, I— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Unless you want to ask some 
questions ? 

Mr. Ford: I haven’t had a chance to compare those 
papers, Mr. Examiner. The second, with the first. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is the second, 2S5. 

Mr. Ford: Well, I have no objection to the introduction 
of Board’s Exhibit 284 for Identification, and Board’s 
Exhibit 285 for Identification. And I would also like to 
offer at this time Respondents’ Exhibit 124 for Identifica¬ 
tion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Any objection? 

Mr. Rose: No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then Respondents’ Exhibit 124 
for Identification is received as Respondents' Exhibit 124; 
Board’s Exhibit 284 and 285 for Identification, are re¬ 
ceived as Board’s Exhibits 284 and 285 respectively. 

(Thereupon the document previously marked Respond¬ 
ents’ Exhibit 124 for Identification was marked Respond¬ 
ents’ Exhibit 124 in evidence.) 

10052 (Thereupon the documents previously marked 
Board’s Exhibits 284 and 285 for Identification were 

marked Board’s Exhibits 284 and 285 in evidence.) 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Mr. Smith, in response to a ques¬ 
tion by Mr. Bloom, I believe you said you had used the 
typewriters in the shipper’s office? A. That is right. 

Q. The upright and the portable, that you referred to, 
a number of times ? A. That is right. 

Q. Is that correct? A. That is correct. 

Q. Did you have occasion, prior to the time you wrote the 
petition, to use either one of those typewriters in that 
office? A. I may have had. 

Q. Well, don’t you know? A. Well, I know I have used 
it. Now whether I was just practicing or playing with it 
or whether I was writing something in particular, I couldn’t 
tell you. But I know I have used them. 

Q. Can you tell us what the occasion was? A. I couldn’t 
tell you any specific occasion. 

Q. Since you wrote that petition, have you had occasion 
to use the typewriters? A. Yes, I have. 

10053 Q. In the shipper’s office? 
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Mr. Ford: That is objected to as immaterial, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I will let it in. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Will you tell us what the occasion 
was? 

Mr. Ford: That is also immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I don’t remember. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) When was the last time you used 
either one or both of those typewriters in that office? A. 
I couldn't tell you that, specifically. 

Q. Well, approximately? A. Maybe a month ago. 

Q. Do you remember what the ocasion was ? A. I couldn’t 
say. 

Q. Do you remember what you were typing? A. Xo, not 
offhand I couldn’t. 

Q. Well, do you recall any specific instance in which you 
used those typewriters, other than the occasion on which 
you typed that petition? 

Mr. Ford: I think that is immaterial, Mr. Examiner. 
I object to it for that reason. 

Trial 1 Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

A. I don’t recall. 

10054 Mr. Rose: Xo further cross examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford? 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Xow, Mr. Smith, would you say the 
approximate length of time that elapsed from the time 
that you typed Respondents’ Exhibit 124, and the time 
that you gave it to Mr. Ryan, the foreman? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you mean after the signa¬ 
tures were on it? 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) After it was passed around? A. I 
would say a matter of four or five days. 

Q. Xow, did you give it to Mr. Ryan at any time during 
that period? A. Absolutely not. 

Q. Or show it to him? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Mr. Smith, do the men below the cold rolls in the 
Plate Mill work every minute of every turn? 

Mr. Rose: T object to it as immaterial. 
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Mr. Ford: Well, I believe that Board’s counsel went 
into this matter on cross examination. 

Mr. Rose: Well, he says “every minute.” What does 
that mean? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean while he is— 

10055 Mr. Ford: While they are on turn, yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: While he is there? 

Mr. Ford: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) While you are there? A. They are 
not. 

q. Well— 

Mr. Shawe: What was the answer? 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the answer as above 
set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, could you give us approximately 
the average number of hours that the men you have seen 
below the cold rolls work out of each eight hour turn? Or 
—that they are actually busy? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to. I don’t think this man 
is qualified to give such testimony. 

Mr. Ford: Well, he has been there. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, during the period you 
have been working there. 

The Witness: I should be. I have worked there—well, 
I will tell you, that is a hard thing to answer, for the 
simple reason that different men have different jobs, and 
it requires different lengths of time in which to fulfill these 
jobs. In other words, when the mill starts to roll, the men 
below the cold rolls will not be busy until that amount 

10056 of steel reaches them. Then, if for any reason the 
mill shuts down, the cold roller—after they are fin¬ 
ished there, then he is done until the mill starts again, 
unless there is something special while the men below him 
are working, so it would be hard to arrive at any definite 
time that the men— 

Q. Where did you say that you worked? A. I worked 
on the table gang. 

Q. Well take the men at the table gang, could you give 
us approximately the average number of hours that the 
men in that table gang have worked out of each turn that 
you have been there, working? A. Actually on the job? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Actually working? A. It would be 
anywhere from five to six hours a day. 

Q. And that is five or six hours out of an eight hour turn? 
A. That is right. 

Mr. Ford: Xo further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Smith, this last answer of 
yours, that would mean, then, that on an average turn 
there are between two and three hours that you are not 
actually engaged in work? 

10057 The Witness: That is correct. 

! Trial Examiner Bloom: During that period. Is 
that when you eat your lunch, for example? 

The iWitness: You can stand around or talk or eat 
your lunch. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Have you lunch periods, in 
which you simply eat your lunch? Have you that chance? 
The Witness: On the sly, when we get a chance. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, during these periods, what 
is about the longest length of time that elapses between 
the timp when you stop working, and then start in again? 

The Witness: Well, that is—there again is something 
that is pretty hard to say, for the simple reason that in 
cases of breakdown— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, I am assuming normal Tun¬ 
ing in the plant, average working day, that is. 

The Witness: Well, that is pretty hard to say, anywhere 
from fifteen minutes to two hours. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Does it run as high as two 
hours ? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. In other words, if they are 
rolling the hot burners, or something like that, they—the 
shear crew did not actually work on, the mill has to 

10058 spend the time to roll them, and the men in the 
shears can’t be working, due to the fact that they are 

waiting for steel. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well now, during that period, 
ordinarily what does the gang do, as a rule? 

The \yitness: Usually sit around and talk, mix around; 
eat their lunch. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all. 

Mr. Jones, did you have anything? 
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Mr. Jones: No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Rose? 

Recross Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Could you tell us on what day, ap¬ 
proximately, you gave the petition to Mr. Ryan? A. No, 
I couldn’t. 

Q. Was it the early part of July? A. Oh, around the 
3rd or 4th, maybe the 5th, I couldn’t say for sure. It was 
some time around there. 

10059 Mr. Rose: That is all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, anything further, 
Mr. Ford? 

Mr. Ford: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Jones? 

Mr. Jones: No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all, thank vou verv 
much. 

The "Witness: You are welcome, I am sure. 

(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We will take about a three 
or four-minute recess. 

(Whereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Call your next. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Eckenrod, will you please take the 
stand? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, Mr. Eckenrod? 

Mr. Eckenrod: Yes, sir. 

Louis Eckenrod a witness called by and on behalf of the 
Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you please give us your full 
name, Mr. Eckenrod, and spell it so that it will be 

10060 correct in the record? A. L-o-u-i-s, Louis. E-c-k- 
e-n-r-o-d. 

Q. What is your residence address, Mr. Eckenrod? A. 
526 Figg Avenue. 
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Q. Is that iii the city of Johnstown? A. That is Wood- 
vale. 

Q. Are you employed at present? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. By whom? A. Bethlehem Steel Company. 

Q. In what plant, if any plant ? A. Well, 36" Mill, Gautier. 
Q. In the Gautier part? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Of the Cambria Plant, is that right? A. Cambria 
Plant, yes, sir. 

Q. Were you employed in that mill in June, 1937? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. In July, 1937? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you been employed in that mill, or were you 
employed in that mill during the year, all of the year 
1937? * A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What are your duties? Will you describe 

10061 briefly what your job is, what you do? A. Stock 
recorder. Well, I make out slips, about the—put 

the size on, take them—make out five copies, one goes to 
the fellows that—in the back of the furnace, that push the 
steel in; one goes to the fellows that push it out; one to 
the heater; one to the roller; and one to the assistant 
roller; and one to the fellows that we call the screw-downs, 
that bring the steel downs to a size. 

Q. How do they get to those men? A. Well, I take them 
around. 

Q. You take them, yourself? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you remember when the strike among the em¬ 
ployees at the Cambria Plant of Bethlehem Steel Company 
began? A. June 11th, 11 p. m. 

Q. 1937? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. At 11 p. m., you say? A. At 11 p. m. 

Q. Did you or did vou not work during the strike? A. 
I did. 

Q. Do you know John Zeman? A. Yes, sir, I do. 

Q. Do you know whether or not John Zeman 

10062 worked during the strike? A. No, he didn’t. 

Q. He didn't? A. Not during the strike, no. 

Q. Do you know where John Zeman worked prior to the 
strike, if he worked? A. Do you mean during the strike? 

Q. No, I mean before the strike? A. Before the strike. 
He was a straightener on the 36" mill. 
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Q. That is, on the same mil! that you work! A. Yes, 
sir, on the same mill that I work. 

Q. Do you know what John Zeman did, during the time 
of the strike? A. Well, he— 

Mr. Shawe: What does that mean? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you— 

Mr. Broun: The witness has testified that Zeman did 
not work. I will withdraw the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you see John Zeman during 
the strike? A. Yes, I seen him out on the picket line, and 
I was told that he was captain of the pickets, and he marched 
around. 

Q. At what place was that ? A. At Lower Gautier 

10063 Gate. 

Q. Is that or is it not the gate that you customarily 
used immediately prior to the strike in going to and from 
work? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that question. That is entirely 
leading, Mr. Examiner. It is telling the witness what gate 
he used. 

Mr. Broun: Nothing leading about it. I asked him 
whether or not he used the gate, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Shawe: Why don't you ask him what gate he used? 

Mr. Broun: I am asking the question, Mr. Shawe, not 
you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection, to 
the form. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) What gate did you use, during the 
strike? A. Well, I used the Upper American House Gate, 
and that was closed. So then I had to go into the Gautier 
Gate, when the strike was on. 

Q. Is that the gate at which you say you saw Zeman? 
A. Yes, sir, that is the gate I seen Zeman. 

Q. Have you ever voted in an election under the Plan 
of Employees’ Representation, in effect in the Cambria 
Plant? A. Yes, I have. 

10064 Q. When was the last election in which you voted, 
held? A. In March. 

Q. Of what year? A. 1937. 

Q. Last March? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you were then in the 36" Mill? A. Yes, sir, I 
was in the 36" Mill. 
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Q. Who was elected employees' representative for the 
employees of that mill? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, Mr. Broun, when 

vou said “vou were then in the 36" Mill — 

• • 

Mr. Broun: Employed. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you mean at the time he 
voted or— 

Mr. Broun: At the time he voted. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you mean he was employed 
in that mill? 

Mr. Broun: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Or that he voted in the mill. 
Mr. Broun: Employed in the mill. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Better reframe the question. 
Q. (By Mr. Broun) Were you— 

Mr. Broun: I will withdraw that question and move 
it be stricken, Mr. Examiner. 

10065 0- (By Mr. Broun) At the time that you voted 
in the election in March of 1937, were you not em¬ 
ployed on the Gautier 36" Mill? A. I was. 

Q. Who was elected employees’ representative? A. 
John Zeman. 

Q. Was Zeman employees’ representative for the em¬ 
ployees on the Gautier 36" Mill before—after and at the 
time of the beginning of the strike in June, 1937 ? A. Yes. 

Q. Is Zeman employees’ representative for employees 
on the Gautier 36" Mill at the present time? A. Xo, he 
isn’t. 

Q. Did you, after the strike, in June, 1937, at any time, 
have any conversations with the fellow employees on the 
Gautier 36" Mill, with respect to Zeman as an employees’ 
representative? A. Yes, sir. 

10066 1 Q. With whom did you have the first conversation 
to which you referred? A. You mean— 

Q. Y~ou have said that you had conversations after the 
strike? A. Yes. 

Q. Xow, what 1 want to know, if you remember, who 
you had the first conversation with? 

Mr. Shawe: When ? 

Mr. Broun: After the strike. 

The Witness: Well, with the men I worked with, a few 
of them! around there I asked them, they had a petition 
made up, circulated a petition. 
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Q. Do you remember the names of the men that you 
talked to, or any of them? A. Well, Andrus may have 
been one, that I talked to. 

Q. What is his name, Andrus? A. Andrus, yes. 

Q. How do you spell it? A. A-n-d-r-u-s. 

Q. Now, can you tell me if you remember what you said 
to Mr. Andrus and what, if anything, he said to you? 

Mr. Shawe: May we have the first name, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know it? 

The Witness: Stephen. 

10067 Q. (Mr. Broun) Stephen Andrus? A. Yes. 

Q. Yes. A. Well, I told him about getting the pe¬ 
tition, to get John Zeman off as collective bargaining, as 
the representative, and also we refused to work with him. 
So I had the petition made up by my brother outside and 
brought it back, got men to sign it, a few signers. 

Q. That's before you talked to Andrus, or after? A. 
That was after I talked to Andrus, yes. 

Q. Yes. A. And I didn't talk to any foreigners about 
the petition, didn't have any of them to sign it. 

Q. Any what ? A. Foreigners. 

Q. Wliat ? A. I mean, well— 

Q. What do you mean by that? A. Well, what I mean 
by foreigners, fellows like Slavish or Italians or, well, 
men that I can talk better English than them. I can ex¬ 
plain it, that is what I mean, what in my language is a 
flathead or something like that. 

Q. And you say you didn’t talk to any of them about 
it? A. Xo, I didn't, none of them. 

10068 Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, Mr. Broun, 
just what does all this have to do with these pro¬ 
ceedings? I am a bit in the dark. 

Mr. Broun: Well, Mr. Examiner, it is directly perti¬ 
nent to these proceedings, because there has been testi¬ 
mony here as to the distribution of a petition to remove 
or to recall John Zeman as an employees' representa¬ 
tive of the Gautier 36" Mill. Zeman further testified that 
foreigners were hoodwinked into signing this petition, and 
if I may use the phrase— 

Mr. Shawe: What page is that testimony on, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, does the Board claim 
or make any claim that there was any discrimination 
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against Zeman by reason of his participation in the strike? 

Mr. Shawe: I would like to have the page to which Mr. 
Broun referred. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 'Well, Mr. Shawe— 

Mr. Broun: Just a minute, I don’t recall the incident 
that he is referring to. 

Mr. Rose: I don’t recall any testimony about discrimi¬ 
nation with reference to Zeman. 

Mr. Broun: I will find the page for you in just a second. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

10069 Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, on the record. I 
think I asked Board's counsel before, is it the con¬ 
tention of the Board or the claim of the Board that the re¬ 
spondents have in any way discriminated against John 
Zeman by reason of his participation in the strike, or that 
the respondents in any way instigated or sponsored or told 
any persons to have a petition prepared to oust John Zee- 
man from the Employees' Plan of Representation. 

Mr. Rose: Well, we certainly did not intend, made no 
claim that there was any discrimination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, do you claim now that 
the pro6f justifies the things that I have just mentioned, 
or justifies such a claim or contention? 

Mr. Rose: Xo. 

Mr. Broun: Well, Mr. Examiner, in so far as the record 
now stands it seems to me that either all of the testimony 
must be stricken or that we must go ahead, and also that 
it is not a situation as to which only we, as counsel for 
the respondents, can speak on, because it is a matter which 
affects the Plan which is an intervener or also it may be 
contended by the Board to be evidence as to domination 
of the Plan, I don't know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if it doesn’t affect the 
respondents it wouldn’t affect the intervener, since the 
complaint is directed, of course, against the re- 

10070 spondents and not the Plan. 

! Mr. Broun: Xo, sir, your statement, as I under¬ 
stood it, did not cover the possible applicability, if the 

Board makes anv claim in that regard, of the testimony 

• 7 » 

which was adduced through Zeman toward the charges 
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which, broadly, fall under Subdivision 2 of Section 8 of 
the Act. 

Now if the Board cares to strike it all from the record 
why, of course there is nothing then, no testimony, needs 
to be adduced with respect to it. I mean of course that 
part of the testimony that relates to this petition. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 'Well, as I said before the 
whole subject— 

Mr. Broun: Or if— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The whole subject has been 
gone into in a purely collateral way. The witness was 
asked, as I read the testimony, whether he was still a mem¬ 
ber of the Plan, yes, rather if he was still a representa¬ 
tive, pardon me, and he stated that he was not, and had 
not been since a certain time, then explained certain in¬ 
cidents which more or less removed him as a representa¬ 
tive. 

Now the materiality of the evidence was that he was no 
longer a representative. The reason for it I did not think, 
I don’t think, is particularly material. 

Mr. Broun: Well, the witness also testified to the effect 
that the men, the employees, do not do anything 
10071 under the Plan but vote, and then he testified that 
he had been removed and made the charge that sig¬ 
natures were secured to the petition by which he was re¬ 
moved, in effect by lies being told, and that it seems to 
me creates an issue which the respondents must meet— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I can't for the life of me see— 

Mr. Broun: —or the testimony must go out. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Frankly I can’t see how the 
respondents— 

Mr. Rose: Now that testimony from what— 

Mr. Broun: It is either relevant or should not be in 
the record, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Rose: That testimony came out on redirect exam¬ 
ination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, there was some— 

Mr. Broun: We are not bound by the statements of a 
witness on redirect examination or any other examina¬ 
tion when that witness is called by the Board and it is 
elicited in the investigation of a statement made on direct. 

Mr. Rose: No, I haven’t read the cross yet, but it may 
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have been connected with something that was said on cross 
examination, I haven't read the cross examination. 

Mr. Broun: It was first brought out on direct exami¬ 
nation, Mr. Examiner. That led to all the testi- 

10072 mony which now appears in the record with re¬ 
spect to it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xow page 103 to 106, I don’t 

think anv of the testimonv there needs to be stricken on 
• • 

this particular point, because on page 104 the only thing 
that might be pertinent is that this question was 

10073 asked. 

“Q. When did you learn that you were no longer 
an employees’ representative”? 

And the answer was, ‘‘One morning Mr.—” 

“Q. When was that? A. I couldn't give you the date. 
“Q. Well, were you on strike at the time? A. Yes, sir.” 
Mr. Broun: Well, I think, Mr. Examiner, some testi¬ 
mony that precedes that has to do with what men do under 
the Plan, and that is also pertinent to the point. He said 
the men don't do anything under the Plan, but vote, if 
I recall the record, and then said he was removed. 

Xow, the question is, “Didn't the employees remove 
him ? ’ ’ 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Your point is, then—let me 
see if 1 1 get you correctly, Mr. Broun—your point, then, 
is that you are entitled to adduce this testimony to show 
that employees do affirmative acts besides voting? 

Mr. Broun: And that they did remove Zeman and that, 
therefore, the respondents had nothing whatsoever to do 
with it, and to do that we have got to show the facts with 
respect to the removal of Zeman. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Does the Board have 

10074 anything to say? You are referring to page 103, 
Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: That is the page, I think. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I would assume so, this 
question, “So far as you know, to what extent does an em¬ 
ployee who is not an employees’ representative partake 
in the Plan of Employees’ Representation?” 

And the answer is, “No, sir.” 

“Q. Well, he votes, doesn’t he? A. Yes. 
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“Q. Does he do anything else under the Plan? A. Xo, 
sir. 

“Q. All he can do is vote, is that correct?” 

Mr. Broun: It is to that that I refer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The answer is “Yes, sir.” Do 
you have that part, Mr. Hose, Mr. Shawe? 

Mr. Rose: Yes, we are looking at it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is your theory, then, that 
you are entitled, because of that, to show that employees 
did do other things than that this is— 

Mr. Broun: Xot that we are entitled, Mr. Examiner, 
that the Board having elicited the testimony and the tes¬ 
timony we assume having been elicited for some purpose 
to show that there was improper action on the part of 
the company, we are required to meet the point. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, when you say “re- 

10075 quired” I think “entitled” so it is all right. 

Mr. Broun: Of course, obviously, Mr. Examiner, 
from that, the inference is that it is possible that some¬ 
body other than employees removed him. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Have you got anything to say? 

Mr. Rose: Xo. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How much testimonv have vou 
got along this line? 

Mr. Broun: Well, that is hard to estimate, I have got 
more than one witness. I have got four witnesses I know 
ready now and I should assume that those witnesses would 
take the rest of the day. I can’t, of course, anticipate how 
much cross-examination there will be. It would not take 
more than another morning, I would say it would go 
through to tomorrow noon, probably. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

10076 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Before you showed the pe¬ 
tition to Mr. Andrus, had you talked to anyone else 

with respect to the matter? A. Well, I had talked to Russ 
Horning, yes, and asked him if that petition—how to go 
about it, and he says I need two-thirds of the eligible 
voters. That means a majority that John Zeman repre¬ 
sented. And he says, “Make sure that you have the two- 
thirds.” 

Q. Two-thirds of all of the men? A. All of the men, 
yes, sir. 
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Q. You said “of the eligible voters.” What did you 
mean by that ? A. Well, mon that has been there, I think 
it is sixty days, and the man is eligible to vote. 

Q. And who has been employed that long? A. Sixty 
days. 

Q. And you had to have two-thirds? A. Two-thirds of 
all of the men that had been there sixty days, whatever 
the provision was. 

Q. Whatever the provision was? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Xow that is exclusive, I assume, of those disqualified 
for any other reason under the Plan, from voting? 

Mr. Sliawe: What is that question? Read it. 

(The reporter repeated the pending question as above 
set forth.) 

10077 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Can a foreman vote, under 
the Plan, Mr. Eckenrod? A. Xo, sir, he cannot. 

Q. Well then the two-thirds would not include anybody 
such as a foreman who couldn't vote under the Plan? A. 
Xo. It would not. 

Q. Who is Russell Horning? A. Russell Horning is a 
representative. 

Q. Is that name spelled H-o-r-n-i-n-g? A. I believe that 
is how he spells it. 

Q. Well now, did you tell Russell Horning why you 
asked him for the information? A. Yes, I told him I 
would—what the procedure was, to recall John Zeeman as 
collective bargaining man, as representative, and he told 
me I had to have two-thirds of the votes. 

Q. Did you ask him anything else or tell him anything 
else? A. Xo, 1 didn't. 

Q. Was Zeman working in your mill at that time? A. 
Xo, he wasn't. 

Q. It was after you talked to Horning, then, that, as you 
have testified, you had this petition drawn? A. This red 
robin made up, yes, sir. 

10078 Q. You call it what? A. Red robin. 

Q. What is that? A. Well, that is a round circle, 
drawn by a compass,—draw lines through the circle, that 
you couldn't tell or distinguish which man signed it first, 
outside of the man signing it first, or myself. 

Q. So that names appear in a circle? A. In a circle. 
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Q. In the spokes of a wheel, is that right? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you have that petition now? A. Xo, sir, I do not, 
I tore it up and throwed it in the furnace. The reason—I 
brought it back in the shanty and asked Andrus to sign it, 
and which he gave me an argument, he says it wasn’t 
worded right, he says about John Zenian having five chil¬ 
dren, he says, “"Why should he refuse to work?” lie says, 
“You can't blame the children for what he did,” so—but 
he signed it. 

Q. Andrus, this is? A. Yes, sir, Stephen Andrus signed 
it. Well then, I had the petition laying on my desk and 
then Steve Rozzi, my buddy, come in at three o’clock—I was 
working on the seven to three turn—and I got to talking 
to him about it and told him to take it around, which 

10079 he said he would. And in the meantime William 
Clinger came in, to look at the orders, and seen this 

petition laying there, and he picked it up and he read it, 
and he says to us, he says to Stephen Andrus and myself, 
he says, “You are all wet on that petition," he says, “you 
are asking for two things." 

He says, “You are asking for the recall of John Zeeman 
as a representative, and also for—that refuse to work with 
him,” so Steve Rozzi took the petition to John Concannon 
and gave it to me on the next morning, that is the seven to 
three turn. 

Q. Yes. A. Which I tore up, then, and throwed it in the 
furnace, and drawed up a new petition. Drawed it—made 
it in longhand, and it was typewritten for me by Lee Mark- 
ferding. 

Q. How do you spell the name? A. M-a-r-k-f-e-r-d-i-n-g. 

Q. Lee Markferding? A. Lee Markferding. 

Q. What did you do with that petition? A. Well, I didn't 
take that petition around that day, because I didn’t have 
time; I was too busy. Well, I gave it to Steve Rozzi on the 
three to eleven turn. 

Q. Yes? A. And he took it around on his turn, and got 
signers, which he said he would gladly do because he 

10080 worked during the strike, and he would take it 
around, so then I—he gave it to John Concannon. 

Q. Yes? A. And then I got it the next morning off of 
John Concannon: he told me here was the petition to fill it 
up, now, which I got the signers on my turn. 
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Q. Well now you said that William Clinger,—was that 
the name? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How do you spell that? A. K-l-i-n-g-e-r, I think he 
spells it, I don't know. 

Q. Told you that the petition you had, this “ round robin” 
you call it— A. Yes, sir. 

Q. —was wrong? Did he tell you anything else? A. 
Well, he gave me an idea how to draw—a new petition up. 

Q. In other words, he told you what would be— A. Yes, 
sir, he told me— 

Q. —a right petition? A. Right: yes, sir. 

Q. Now you did, as I understand you, get some men to 
sign, first, the round robin petition? A. Yes, sir, I did. 

Q. Did you tell anyone that that petition was a pe- 
10081 tion to get John Zeman back to work? A. Xo, sir, I 
did not. 


Q. Do you remember what, in substance, that round robin 
petition said? A. Well, if I recall it, the wording, I think 
“the 3(5" employees refuse to work with John Zeman, and 
remove him as representative.” 


Q. Xow do you know— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, let me see that rec¬ 


ord again. I think I am going to strike all of that direct 


testimony, and end this thing. 


(Counsel for respondents hands record to the Trial Ex¬ 
aminer.) 


Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, page—reporter, take 
this: The following testimony is stricken: page 103, line 
13 to the end of the page: through page 106, line 6—through 
line 6. 

Mr. Broun: That is 103, line 13? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is correct; through 106, 
line 6. And then page 132 to page 135, that will remain in. 
Page 201, beginning with line 6, down to page 204—six lines 
from the bottom of the page, and 210, beginning with line 
13—it will be lines 13, 14,15, 16, 17, 18 and 19. That is all. 

Mr. Broun: Well now, Mr. Examiner—that takes 
10082 put of the record—may I take a look at that, because 
I didn't have the record before me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. The reporter will 
read tips back, that will take out of the record the reference 
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to the petition and the fact that all that the men could do 
under the Plan was to vote. Do you have those, Mr. Sliawe ! 

'Sir. Shawe: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you get those? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

Mr. Hose: Except the one on page 201, where did you 
begin ? 

Mr. Broun: Off the record, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon a discussion was had off the record.) 

10083 Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. I am just 
assuming that these are the only references in the 

record to this incident, Mr. Broun. 

Mr. Broun: That is what I am trying to find out, be¬ 
cause I haven't considered them, of course, from the point 
of view of a motion to strike. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What I am intending to do, of 
course,—and I assume all counsel understand it, is simply 
to strike out that testimony which came up purely collater¬ 
ally, and as Mr. Hose stated before, the Board was not mak¬ 
ing any contention about that, anyway, and if I have missed 
anything at this time,—if you would go through the record 
and you find there is other testimony bearing on this, and 
you will call it to my attention, I will summarily strike it 
out, of course. I mean, going through hurriedly at this 
time, it may be you haven't found all of the testimony. 

Mr. Broun: I think, Mr. Examiner, in that case, the best 
thing to do—because, of course, in considering the thing 
from the point of view of putting in testimony, I did not 
attempt to go through the record and specify pages and 
lines, as you would for a motion to strike, is what, of course, 
should be done, now that you are striking the testimony. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This is more of an im- 

10084 promptu motion to strike. 

Mr. Broun: I should, of course, consider that mat¬ 
ter and take it up with you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, you can do that. 
100S5 Mr. Broun: The fact that the testimony is stricken 
of course, means that the witnesses I intended to put 
on, of course, will not be put on. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I realize that means a vacation. 

Mr. Broun: The result is, I am afraid I will have to ask 
for a recess. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all right, I would rather 
take— 

Mr. Broun: An adjournment, as a matter of fact. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is no point of piling up 
500 pages of evidence, just to keep lawyers working. 

Mr. Kose: How about the testimony of this witness? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Bose: What about the testimony of this witness? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This witness’ testimony will all 
be stricken, of course. 

Mr. Broun: Yes, that is quite satisfactory. Very well. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is no point to it. I am not 
going To pile up a record, here, just to keep going. 

Mr. Broun: Well, then, I will consider the matter— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Consider the matter and get 
the— 

Mr. Broun: —of more testimony. 

' Trial Examiner Bloom: If you think there is other 
1008() testimony that should be included in the order, why, 
call it to my attention. 

Mr. Broun: T will bring it to your attention. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But the testimony itself came 
up purely collaterally, and as I read the testimony, the 
whole thing came up by way of explanation why he was 
no longer representative: and as Mr. Bose has stated, the 
Board is not claiming and did not claim then that Mr. Zee- 
man was discriminated against. 

Mr. Broun: Very well, then—if that testimony goes 
out— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That being the case, there is 
no point to it. 

Mr. Broun: —if that testimony goes out, then, of course 
we have got nothing to meet. Now, Mr. Examiner, I as¬ 
sume from what you have said, perhaps I am in error, that 
you intend to strike the testimony—I haven’t considered 
whether your pages do it or not, with reference to the 
removal. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. 

Mr. Broun: So that— 

Tridl Examiner Bloom: That is what I have—what I 
think I have done. 
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Mr. Broun: —there is no imputation that the thing is 
not in accordance with the Plan. 

10087 Trial Examiner Bloom: The only thing—the 
way I have left the record is, the fact that as of a 
certain date he was no longer a representative. The way 
this thing came up, if you will look at the testimony as I 
did, rather hurriedly,—he was asked certain questions 
about what went on in the Plan, and because of the fact 
that he was a representative he knew what went on under 
the Plan: then after a certain date he no longer—he could 
no longer testify about what went on, because he was no 
longer a representative. So that the date became import¬ 
ant, but the reason why he was no longer a representa¬ 
tive did not—is not important to establish that point. 

Xow, the testimony that I have stricken leaves the date, 
which is of some importance, and strikes out completely 
the reason. 

Mr. Broun: My understanding is that I am going 
through the record and specify what testimony should go 
out, to leave the record as you have just stated. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Broun: That is satisfactory, as far as we are con¬ 
cerned. 

Mr. Rose: I understand, as far as you know, all stricken 


out. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As far as 1 know. Mr. Broun 
called my attention to certain pages, and it may 
i();iss be that there are other pages—1 gave the respon¬ 
dents maybe fifteen or twenty minutes to go through 
the record, but there are several hundred pages— 

Mr. Broun: As long as it is being stricken, I would 
much prefer to consider it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Take your time, of course, and 
get it marked. 

Mr. Rose: Then all of the testimony of the witness 
Louis Eckenrod is stricken physically? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, I don't think we will want 
even to have this written up, now. I see no point to it. 

Mr. Moore: Xo. 

Mr. Broun: Xo, I don't suppose so. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: So it will have to be stricken 
physically, don't you think? 9:30 tomorrow morning. 
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Omit tlie last ruling that the testimony of the witness 
should be physically stricken out. 

(Thereupon, at 4:30 o'clock p. m., February 21, 1938, 
the hearing was adjourned to 9:30 o'clock a. m., February 
22, 1938) 


10093 i ‘‘Caption in Board Case designated as Xo. 
C-170.” 
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Banquet Room, Hendler Hotel, Johnstown, Pennsylvania. 

Tuesday, February 22, 193S. 

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing pursuant 
to adjournment, at 9:30 o'clock a. m. 

Before: 

Frank Bloom, Trial Examiner. 

Appearances: 

Martin I. Rose, Esq., and Earle K. Shawe, Esq., 
(Washington, D. C.), Attorneys on behalf of the 
National Labor Relations Board. 

Hoyt A. Moore, Esq., E. Fontaine Broun, Esq., and 
Eugent E. Ford, Esq., (of the firm of Cravath, de 
Gersdorff, Swaine & Wood), 15 Broad Street, New 
York, X. Y., Attorneys on behalf of the Respond¬ 
ents. 

10094 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come 
to order. 

Mr. Martin, will you take the stand, please? 

Francis C. Martin recalled as a witness bv the Trial 
Examiner on behalf of the Board, having been previously 
sworn, testified further as follows: 

Examination by the Chair 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Are you the same Mr. 
Martin, Francis C. Martin, who was previously sworn and 
testified in this proceeding? A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. Mr. Martin, did you have a meeting* with me last eve¬ 
ning? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. AY ill you tell me, please, how you happened to meet 
with me? A. I talked to Mr. "Rose earlier in the day and 
I told him there were a few corrections that I wished to 
make in my testimony, and he told me that he would speak 
to you and lie reported back later, called me. and arranged 
for me to meet you at 7:30 last evening. 

Q. Will you tell us, please, how you happened to speak 
to Mr. Rose, 1 mean, what called to your attention 

10095 the fact that there were certain changes or correc¬ 
tions A. Mr. Moore, counsel for the Bethlehem 

Steel Corporation, told me that he would want me to ap¬ 
pear on the stand again and, among other things, to iden¬ 
tify a couple of receipts which had been given to Sidney 
D. Evans, and when 1 saw those receipts I noticed the 
name of Fulton I. Connor, and that reminded me that T 
had forgotten some things in my first testimony and I 
made some statements that I wanted to correct and others 
to be clarified. 

Q. Well, now, Mr. Martin, you can just go ahead. You 
are familiar with your testimony, as I understand it: if 
you care to, you can just go ahead and make the correc¬ 
tions as vou see fit. From time to time I shall, for vour 
assistance, ask certain questions of you, but you can just 
go ahead and tell us in your own words what corrections 
you wish to make or what changes or amendments. A. I 
stated in my first testimony that I had delivered the first 
amount of money, $10,000. to Mayor Shields. That was 
not delivered by me to him. The money was gotten from 
Sidney I). Evans by myself and Fulton I. Connor. 

Q. How do you spell that ? A. C-o-n-n-o-r, I believe. 

Q. All right. A. Who had been elected treasurer 

10096 of the committee, the Citizens' Committee. 

Q. Now, will you tell us, please, when he was 
elected treasurer of the Citizens' Committee? A. The 
forenoon of June 17th. 

Q. When was that, I mean, where was that? A. At our 
meeting in the Chamber of Commerce. 

Q. Was that the— 

Mr. Moore: May I break in? Did you say 17th, June 
17th? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: June 17th. 

The Witness: Let me see. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That was Thursday, June 17tli, 
Wednesday, June 16th ? 

The Witness: It was June 16th. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He was elected on June 16tli, 
then, is that correct? 

The Witness: Yes, that's right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You may go on. 

The Witness: I met the Mayor on the street, I think 
it wasi on the 16th, and I told him that if he needed funds 
for law and order, that there were some available. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) When was this? A. I 
think it was on the 16tli of June. 

Q. Xow, what did you tell the Mayor at that time ? 

10097 A. That if he needed money for law and order, that 
we had some that would be available for him. 

Q. Xow, you said “we" had some? A. The committee. 
Q. Who did you mean by that? A. The Citizens' Com¬ 
mittee. 

Q. The Citizens' Committee? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you tell him the source of the funds that the com¬ 
mittee had available? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Or would have available? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Did he ask you ? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. He did not ? A. He did not. 

Q. Very well, now, one other thing, you said that Mr. 
Connor was appointed treasurer of the Citizens’ Commit¬ 
tee at the meeting on Wednesday, June 16th? A. Yes. 

Q. When was he notified that he was appointed treasurer 
or elected treasurer, rather? A. That same day. 

Q. Who notified him ? A. I did. 

10098 Q. At what time? A. Some time before noon. 

i Q. Did you call him from the meeting, or after the 
meeting had adjourned, do you recall? A. Well, it was 
:this way, rather. T asked him, we discussed the ques- 

10099 lion of electing a treasurer and various names were 
mentioned, and finally we all agreed that if Connor 

would: accept the appointment to appoint him and I called 
him and got his acceptance. I told him that he was the 
one whom we wanted and I got his acceptance over the 
telephone. 
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Q. Very well, all right, go ahead; now that was Wednes- 

dav? A. That was Wednesdav. 

• • 

Q. Did anything else happen on Wednesday in connec¬ 
tion with this matter; you have told us that Mr. Connor 
was elected treasurer and that you met the Mayor on the 
street and had a conversation with him? A. I think that 
was all. 

Q. All right. Now, go on to Thursday. A. Then on the 
next dav I was told bv Connor that the Mavor needed 
$ 10 , 000 / 

Q. You say you were told by him ? A. Yes. 

Q. Where was that conversation held? A. (’ailed on 
the telephone. 

Q. Very well, go ahead. A. I then called up Sidney 
Evans and told him that we needed $10,000. 

Q. Specifically what did you tell Mr. Evans at 

10100 that time? A. That the Mayor needed $10,000. 

Q. Very well, go ahead. A. I then contacted— 

Q. Well, did Mr. Evans say anything to you when you 
told him that? A. Yes, he said that it would be available. 

Q. Very well. A. I then contacted Connor, I think it was 
just about noon and met him in the corridor as I recall, of 
the City Hall. 

Q. You say you contacted, you mean you called him on 
the ’phone again? A. Yes, called him. 

Q. And then—A. And we went together up to Mr. Evans’ 
office and got the package containing $10,000. 

Q. Now was anyone else present when you and Mr. Con¬ 
nor met Mr. Evans? A. Xct to my knowledge. 

Q. You sav vou got the package containing $10,000? A. 
Yes. 

Q. How was the money wrapped up? A. It was all in 
one package and within that package were ten packages 
of what I regarded as a thousand dollars each. 

10101 Q. Very well, do you know the denominations of 
the bills? A. I think they were tens and twenties. 

Q. Was the money in its original form, that is original 
in the sense that that is the way it came from the bank? 
A. I think it was. 

Q. Very well then, what happened? A. Well, we took 
the money up to the bank and— 
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Q. No, before that, did you say anything to Mr. Evans 
at that time, that is at the time that he handed you the 
package? A. Xo, I don't recall that I did, I was only there 
a moment. 

Q. Did you or Mr. Connor give him a receipt at that 
time? A. Yes. 

Q. Will you tell us, please, what the receipt was for? A. 
It was a very informal receipt for $10,000 we had received 
from him. 

Q. Do you recall what was on the receipt? A. I think 
it was ‘'‘received from Sidney j). Evans $10,000.” 

Q. Was it dated? A. It was dated, and we signed it. 

Q. Who signed it ? A. Both Fulton I. Connor 

10102 and myself. 

1 Q. Go ahead. A. We then went up to the bank 
and put it in a safe deposit box. 

Q. Whose safe deposit box? A. We rented one. 

Q. You rented one? A. Yes. 

Q. All right. A. About— 

Q. Pardon me, you say you rented one, who rented one? 
A. The Citizens' Committee. 

Q. Was the box taken in the name of the Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee? A. Xo, it was taken in the name of Fulton Con¬ 
nor, treasurer, and myself. 

Q. That i> the way the box was rented, Mr. Martin? A. 
Yes. 

Q. How many keys were obtained? A. Two. 

Q. For the box? A. Two. 

Q. Who had the keys? A. I had one and Connor had the 
other. 

Q. Under the terms of the renting agreement 

10103 could either one of you had access to the box with¬ 
out the other, or was it necessary that both of you 

be present when the box was opened at any time? A. 
Either could have access. 

Q. Either? A. Yes. 

Q. Go ahead. A. Well, it came up— 

Q. Did you say that you placed the packaged money in 
the box? A. Yes. 

Q. Go ahead. A. He came back in about an hour’s and 
a half time and got the money out. 
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Q. What time was that. 7 A Oil, nearly two o'clock, I 
think. 

Q. Did Ik* sav anvthinir / A. lie said the Mavor needed 
it and he got it and took it away. 

Q. All right, do you know anything more about that par¬ 
ticular sum of money? A. I do not. 

Q. That $10,000? A. I do not. 

10104 Q. Did Mr. Connor ever tell you what he had done 
with the money ? A. No, I assumed of course that 

he gave it to the Mayor. 

Q. Did the Mayor ever tell you that he had received it ? 
A. He did not. 

Q. Now, did anything else occur on that day? That is, 
Thursday? I mean, in connection, of course, with this 
particular matter. A. Xo, no. 

Q. All right, then go on to Friday, and did anything 
happen on Friday ? A. Connor called me again and told 
me that the Mayor needed $15,000 more. 

10105 Q. All right. A. And I again called up Sidney I). 
Evans and told him that I would send a messenger 

over for it. 

Q. Did you tell him what you wanted the money for? 
Or what did you tell him at that time? A. I told him the 
committee needed $15,000. more money. 

Q. Did you tell him what the committee was going to do 
with that money ? A. I did not. 

Q. Did he ask you? A. Xo, he didn’t. 

Q. All right, go ahead. A. I told him I would send a 
messenger for it, and he wanted to know who it was; I 
told him it was Morrison J. Lewis. He wanted to be sure 
that he knew the fellow, and 1 described him, and I told 
Mr. Lewis to go to Mr. Evans' office and get a package 
and deliver it to the Mayor, which he reported to me he 
did. 

Q. You say “he reported to you"? A. Mr. Lewis. 

Q. Very well. Did Mr. Lewis give Mr. Evans a receipt, 
so far as you know? A. Xo. 

Q. Did you ever give Mr. Evans a receipt for that—A. 
Yes, he was— 

10106 Q. —sum? A. He was in the bank later. 

Q. Who is “lie"? Mr. Evans? A. Mr. Evans. 
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Q. Yes. A. And told me he would like to have a receipt 
for it. and I contacted Mr. Connor and told him to stop in, 
and I prepared a receipt similar to the first one and we 
both signed it and give it to him. 

Q. 1 meant to ask you. were both of these receipts on 
blank paper, or—A. On blank paper, yes. 

Q. What color, do you recall ? A. White. 

( L ). All right. Xow, you say you both signed the receipt 
and delivered it to Mr. Evans. 7 A. Yes. sir. 

Q. When was the receipt delivered, with respect to the 
time when you sent Mr. Lewis over to Mr. Evans’ office? 
A. I think it was several days after the 18th of June. 

Q. And when did Mr. Evans come into your office and 
request the receipt? A. Oh. two or three days afterward, 
as 1 remember correctlv. 

Q. Then that was Friday. Did anything further 

10107 happen on that day with respect to this matter? A. 
Xo, sir. 

( t >. All right, now, go on to the next. Were there any 
other transactions of this kind? A. Xo, sir, I am not sure 
as to the day that Connor called me again and told me 
that the Mayor needed $5,000, and then I sent Mr. Grif¬ 
fith. another of our clerks, over. 

Q. Xow, before you sent Mr. Griffith over, did you call 
Mr. Evans? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What did you tell Mr. Evans at that time? A. The 
same thing. We needed—our committee needed $5,000. 
more. 

Q. And what did he say? A. He said, “All right, send— 
come and get it.” He says, ••Come and get it,” and 1 
told him I would send Owen Griffith over. 

10108 Q. Do you know whether or not he knew Owen 
Griffith? A. Well, lu* didn't ask me to identify him. 

1 rather thought he did. 

Q. All right, then, what happened? A. Well, Griffith went 
over and came back and told me that he had received the 
package and delivered it to the Mayor. 

Q. Did the Mayor ever tell you that he had received the 
package? A. hie did not. 

Q. Did Mr. Evans ever request a receipt from you ? A. 
He did not. 
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Q. You say, 1 believe, that that occurred several days 
after the second occasion? The second— A. After the 
18th. 

Q. Xow, were there any other occasions similar to this? 
That is, were any other requests made of you, from either 
the Mayor or Mr. Connor, or by you to Mr. Evans? 

10109 A. Yes. several weeks later the Mayor himself called 
me and told me he needed $1,456 and, I believe, 25 

cents. 

Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner, I wonder whether you 
want to go over the whole testimony, unless it is necessary 
to correct it? Is there anything about the $1,456. that re¬ 
quires a change? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that was the last one. I 
thought we would just go through it, so there would be no 
question as to it. 

Mr. Moore: I just wanted to inquire whether a change 
was necessary. 

The Witness: T called Sidney Evans again and told 
him, and took—and I went over and got the amount and 
gave it to the Mayor. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Did you give Mr. Evans 
a receipt at that time? A. No, sir. 

Q. Xow, with respect to the third and fourth amounts 
that were delivered, that is, the $15,000. and the $1,456.25, 
do you know whether Mr. Connor gave Mr. Evans a receipt ? 
A. Xot to my knowledge—no. you said the third and fourth. 

Mr. Moore: The third and fourth, the $5,000 and the 
$1,400. 

The Witness: The third was $5,000. 

10110 Trial Examiner Bloom: I beg your pardon; that 
is right, that is right. Just—the five, and the $1, 

456.2*5. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That will be the third and 
fourth. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Do you know whether 
Mr. Connor gave Mr. Evans a receipt for those amounts? 
A. I do not. 

Q. Or either of them ? A. I do not. 
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( c >. Did either Mr. Evans or Mr. Connor ever say any- 
tiling to you about a ree-’pt with respect to those two 
thing’s ? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Xow. these are all of the matters that you testified on 
your previous examination, Mr. Martin. Do you now know 
of any other funds, or do you recall any other transactions 
of this'character in which you participated? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. At any time, in the course of the Executive Committee 
meetings, were these things ever discussed—any of these 
four transactions? A. They were not. 

Q. Xow, you have told us that Mr. Connor was elected 
treasurer of the Citizens’ Committee. For how long- 

10111 a time was he treasurer, if you know ? A. Oh, I don’t 
think it was for more than a week. 

Q. Did he resign ? A. He told us he would rather not 
serve, and then we subsequently elected Mr. Rutledge treas¬ 
urer. 

Q. Would you say, then, that he was the treasurer up 
until the time that Mr. Rutledge became the treasurer? A. 
Yes. 

Q. Did he ever make an accounting of funds to the com¬ 
mittee? That is, these funds that he received. A. Xo, we 
never received any kind of a statement from him, at all. 

Q. Did he, as treasurer, in so far as you know, receive 

funds from sources other than those just testified to by 

vou? A. Xo. 

• 

Q. As I understand it, Mr. Connor received directly or 
personally $15,000, is that correct ? 

Mr. Moore: What was the question, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo. 

The Witness: $10,00. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: $10,000, leave that—let’s strike 
the question. 

Q. ( By Trial Examiner Bloom) Of the four transactions 
that you have told us about, Mr. Connor personally 

10112 received $10,000, is that correct? A. Yes, sir. 

1 Q. Do you know whether he received any other of 
the funds that you have told us about ? A. I do not. 

Mr. Moore: Well, now, Mr. Examiner, may I just break 
in? You say “Mr. Connor personally”. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I didn’t— 
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Mr. Moore: I understood from what Mr. Martin said 
that Mr. Martin and M:. Connor went and got the money. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: I meant ‘‘personally/’ My 
question was not clear. 

10113 Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Mr. Connor re- 
eeived $10,000 from the safe deposit box, after you 

and Mr. Connor had placed it in there, is that correct? A. 
Yes. 

Q. Do you know whether lie ever had in his possession 
any other of the funds received from Mr. Evans? A. I do 
not. 

Q. Of the four transactions? I think you have told us 
that you don't know whether he received any funds other 
than these? A. Xo, sir. 

0. As treasurer? A. Xot to my knowledge. 

Q. Xow of the total of the four amounts received by you 
and Mr. Connor, totaling 1 think $33,436.25, was any ac¬ 
counting, in so far as you know, ever made of these funds 
to the Citizens* Committee? 

Mr. Moore: Xo, just a minute, please. Doesn't that 
make an assumption which i>—may we have the question 
read ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the question as above 
set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: If you mean by that, Mr. Examiner, to in¬ 
clude moneys received by him—that the moneys were 

10114 received by him, or by the Citizens' Committee, 
whether Mr. Connor or Mr. Griffith— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I mean that he told me about. 
Mr. Moore: There were two packages of money, you un¬ 
derstand— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. 

Mr. Moore: —which lie never had anything to do with, 
and nothing to do in connection with. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I mean, of the four transac¬ 
tions totaling, according to your statement, $31,456.25, was 
any accounting ever made to the Citizens’ Committee by 
the persons who received the moneys ? 

The Witness: Xo, sir. 
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Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) On behalf of the Citi¬ 
zens' Committee? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Could you tell us why that was’ That is, why no ac¬ 
counting was ever made? A. Well, principally for the rea¬ 
son that the—we had faith in each other, that the thing 
would be handled correctly. The money wasn't in the 
hands of the treasurer, in so far as I know, any length of 
time. Tie got it as lie needed it, and as I assumed, turned it 
over to the Mavor. 

10115 Q. Well, why was an accounting made of the funds 
that Mr. Rutledge received as treasurer, when he 

was treasurer. 7 

Mr. Moore: Well, does that assume that there was an ac¬ 
counting made? 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Do you know whether 
an accounting was made bv Mr. Rutldege of the funds that 

V • V 

lie received as treasurer? A. I saw a statement that was 
prepared by Davis & Silverstone, accountants, for the—be¬ 
cause they audited the receipts and disbursements. 

And, furthermore, that contribution by the Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation was given so- specifically for one pur¬ 
pose only, and in view of the fact that it was turned over 
to the Mayor, whose duty it was to maintain law and order, 
I think that was the reason for—about the answer 1 could 
give to your question. 

Q. Xow, I think you told us that the transactions were 
never discussed in any of the Executive Committee meet¬ 
ings. Did you ever tell any of the other members of the 
Executive Committee about the transaction? A. I think 
after—most of it was turned over, if not all, I, in talking to 
them, told them about it. 

Q. Which ones did you talk to? A. I don't re- 

10116 member. 

Q. When did you talk to them? A. I can’t tell you 

that. 

Q. Was it at a formal meeting of the Executive Commit¬ 
tee? A. Xo. 

Q. dr informal discussions? A. Informal. 

Q. Who were the members of the Executive Committee? 
A. Carl Geis, S. H. Heckman, George Fiig, Lawrence Camp¬ 
bell, Robert F. Waters, John H. Stanton. 
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Q. Well, now, let’s take the first one, Carl Geis. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read those names back, will 
you, Mr. Reporter ? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Let’s take Mr. Carl 
Geis. Do you recall ever mentioning it to him? Any one 
of these transactions? A. As I recall, I don't believe there 
was anything said to him until after I testified. 

Q. After you testified? A. Yes. 

Q. You mean— A. In September. 

Q. —September 2Sth, 1937 ? A. Yes, sir. 

10117 Q. Prior to that time, then, you say that to the 
best of your knowledge there was no discussion 

with— A. Correct. 

Q. —with the Executive Committee, or any of its mem¬ 
bers? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you discuss it with any one else, prior to that 
time, other than Mr. Evans, Mr. Connor, and Mayor 
Shields ? 

Mr. Moore: Well, that involves a statement that he dis¬ 
cussed it with those. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, strike the question, 
please. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Aside from Mayor 
Shields, Mr. Connor, Mr. Evans, did you ever discuss any 
of these transactions with any other person, or any part 
of anv such transaction? 

Mr. Moore: That is, you mean, disregarding those 
three? 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Those three persons, of 
course, and Mr. Martin? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Now, Mr. Martin, I think—on your testimony previ¬ 
ously certain of your questions—certain of the answers 
you gave in response to certain questions are not entirely 
clear. Since you are here, I thought we might just clear 
up the testimony in several places. 

10118 On your direct examination, Board’s counsel, 
Mr. Rose, asked you the following question on page 

2424: 
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‘•Question: Did you receive any money from the Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company,” and the answer is “Not to my 
knowledge.” 

Then, at page 2477, Mr. Moore asked you the following 
question: 

“Question: When you received the funds from Mr. 
Evans- you understood that they were being received from 
Bethlehem Steel Company, did you not?” 

And the answer is: “Yes, sir.” 

Would you care to clear up the two answers which, on 
the face of them, appear to be inconsistent? 

Take, first, the question Mr. Rose asked you, when he 
said, “Did you receive any money from the Bethlehem 
Steel Company,” and you said: “Answer. Xot to my 
knowledge.” 

A. Yes. Well, I received, as I understood it, money from 
Bethlehem Steel Company, through Mr. Sidney D. 
10119 Evans. 

Q. Then the answer that you would like to have 
stand, as I gather it from the record, is the— A. Second. 

Q. —substantially the answer that you made in response 
to Mr. Moore’s question? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Appearing on page 2477? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Then on page 2428, in response to a question put to 
you by Mr. Rose, you said, “A. I received some money 
from Mr. Sidney D. Evans.” 

And then on page 2474,1 think—no, strike that last—Mr. 
Moore asked you—no, strike that previous question. 

On page 2426 the question was asked of you by Mr. Rose, 
“Did you receive any money from any official of the Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company,” and then after some colloquy 
among counsel you answered, on page 2428: “I received 
some money from Mr. Sidney D. Evans.” 

Then on page 2477 Mr. Moore asked you the following 
questions, after I had suggested that certain questions be 
asked you: “Did you receive the funds which you received 
from 'Mr. Evans, as Chairman of the Committee?” And 
then—that is you—not for the committee, I mean as Chair¬ 
man of the Committee. Now you answered that 
10120' question “Yes.” As the record now stands, it is 
not entirely clear whether you received the funds 
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personally—just as Francis C. Martin, a citizen of Johns¬ 
town, or whether you received them as Chairman of the 
Citizens’ Committee? A. I received them as chairman of 
the Citizens’ Committee. Citizens’ Committee. 

Q. And then, at no time, then, did you receive any funds 
in your personal or individual capacity.’ A. Xo, sir. 

Q. That is correct:’ Xow, at some place in the record, 
Mr. Martin, you said, I believe, that you received this 
money personally. "What did you mean by that? Just go 
ahead and explain what you meant when you did say that? 
A. Well, Mr. Sidney D. Evans asked me if I would look 
after it in a personal way. 

Q. Is that what you meant— A. Yes. 

Q. —when you answered the question of Mr. Rose, that 
you received it personally? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. So that your testimony now is, that you received the 
money from Mr. Sidney D. Evans as an official of Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company, and that you received it as Chairman 
of the Citizens’ Committee? A. Yes, sir. 

10121 Mr. Moore: Shouldn’t that, Mr. Examiner, be 
modified to this extent, that of course the first money 

was received by the chairman and the treasurer jointly, as 
I understand? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Well, when I say 
“you” I mean whatever this man has—whatever part he 
had in it. He acted as chairman, and that he understood 
that Mr. Evans was acting, not for Mr. Evans personally, 
but for the Bethlehem Steel Company. 

Mr. Moore: That is right. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) That is correct, Mr. 
Martin? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Mr. Martin, I am not sure of one thing. The last 
item, $1,456.25, do you recall the approximate date when 
that occurred? The turning over of that? 

Mr. Moore: That is—1456— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —25. That was the fourth one. 
Mr. Moore: $1456? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: $1456. 

The Witness: My recollection is about the middle of 
July of ’37. T may be pretty far off on that. But 

10122 I have no way of fixing that date. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: I think that is all. Suppose we 
take a brief recess here now. Off the record. 

(Thereupon a short discussion was had oft* the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Cross Examination 


Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Martin, when you called Mr. 

Evans'on the telephone, with reference to the first ten 

thousand dollars, the first money you got from Mr. Evans, 

did voii sav to him that the Mavor needed the monev? Did 
» * • • 

you mention the Mayor’s name or his title / A. I did not. 

Q. 'When you got the fifteen thousand dollars, or rather 

when you called Mr. Evans on the telephone and requested 

the fifteen thousand dollars, did you say to him at that time 

that the Mayor needed the money, or mention the Mayor’s 

name or his title ? A. I did not. 

Q. And when you got or called Mr. Evans for the third 

payment. that is, about the five thousand dollar amount, 

did vou at that time sav to him that the Mavor needed 
• • • 

the money, or refer to the Mayor or use the Mayor’s title 
in any way ? A. I did not. 

10123 ; Q. And when you called him with reference to the 
last payment, the $1456,1 believe you said, did you at 
that time sav to Mr. Evans that the Mavor needed the 
money, or that Mayor Shields needed the money, or in any 
wav refer to Mavor Shields? A. I did not. 

Mr. Moore: Well, now, Mr. Examiner, Mr. Martin is 
here t<*> correct his testimony, and it seems to me that I did 
not hear him make a statement that the record shows, and 
did not know it until after you had finished, and Mr. Broun 
called mv attention to it. I would have broken in at that 
time. : But there is clearly, it seems to me, a mistake in his 
testimony. It seems to me we ought to clear it up in the 
record itself, and not have to go back over it again. The 
question which you asked, going back a little bit, “Then the 
next day I was told by Connor that the Mayor needed 
$10,000." “Vou say you were told by him?” “Yes.” 


“Where was that conversation held?” “(’ailed on the tele¬ 


phone." “Very well, go ahead.” “I then called up Sid 
Evans and told him that we needed $10,000.” “Specifically, 
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what did you tell Mr. Evans at that time?” “That the 
Mayor needed $10,000.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: “That the Mayor needed 

10124 $10,000” is the answer. Is that correct? 

Mr. Moore: That is the answer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is correct. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now is that correct, that you said— 
A. No, that the Citizens' Committee needed $10,000. 

Mr. Moore: Now it seems to me the way to do this, to 
clean that up, since there was clearly an incorrect answer, 
to the question, which was misunderstood— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, all I know is, Mr. Moore, 
that the man answered the question that way. If, as now 
appears, he didn't say it, why then the record will so 
show. Now so there will be no question about it Mr. Mar¬ 
t’ll, I want you to think very carefully as to what you told 
Mr. Evans, when you called him on the 'phone, with refer¬ 
ence to the first item, on that Thursday, the item being, of 
course, the $10,000 item. What did you say to Mr. Evans at 
that time? Take all the time you want, to think of it. 

The Witness: I think I used the plural pronoun “we", 
thinking of the Citizens’ Committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, now, did you say 
anything else? 

The Witness: Not that I recall. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You are positive of that? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

10125 Trial Examiner Bloom: Then in response to the 
question that 1 asked you this morning, when you 

said that the Mayor needed $10,000, is it now your testi¬ 
mony that you did not make that statement? 

The Witness: No, I— 

Mr. Moore: To Mr. Evans, you mean? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: To Mr. Evans, of course. I 
am referring to that telephone conversation. 

The Witness: I don't think I ever told Mr. Evans that— 
I am quite sure—that the Mayor needed—I never brought 
the Mayor’s into the picture at all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well now, about that specific 
conversation, are you quite sure that you never made the 
statement that you did make on direct examination? 

The Witness: This morning ? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: This morning, certainly. 

The Witness: What is that? 

Mr. Moore: That is, the statement is— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The statement is that the 
Mayor needed $10,000. Did you make that statement to 
Mr. Evans on June 17th—what was it? June— 

Mr. Shawe: 16th. 

Mr. Moore: 17th. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 17th, which was Thursday. 

The Witness: What is my answer on that ? 

10126 i Trial Examiner Bloom: Your answer on that— 
i read it to him, please. Read the question and the 
answer. 

Mr. Moore: I think I should read the previous question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

Mr. Moore: (Reading): “I then called Mr. Sidney 
Evans and told him that we needed $10,000/' 

Then the Examiner said, “Specifically what did you tell 
Mr. Evans at that time," and your answer is, “That the 
Mayor needed $10,000/’ 

Now the question is, is that a mistake, or is it a correct 
Statement? You told Mr. Evans—mav I show him that 
statement ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, do you have the question 
and answer in mind, Mr. Martin? 

The Witness: Yes. I don't—I think I certainly was 
mistaken in that, because I, of course, had this in mind, 
that the Mayor needed it; I got that from Fulton Connor, 
but I do not real! that I had told Sidney Evans that the 
Mayor needed it. I was alwavs acting for the Citizens’ 
Committee. That we needed it. The Citizens’ Committee 
needed it. 

Mr. Moore: Well now then, I don’t know how you want 
to handle it,—if I had heard that I would have 
101*27 broken in, Mr. Examiner, because I am confident— 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I don't know as 
there is any more the witness can tell us about it. We will 
just leave it that way. 

Mr. Moore: Xow then, Mr. Reporter, there was a state¬ 
ment with reference to the $1400 that was incomplete. At 
least there is a break in it, that does not show— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you have the page? 
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Mr. Moore: If you will refer to page 2421, that has not 
been written out, but I will tell you what I am directing my 
attention to, there is a statement in the original testimony 
on page 2421 which has not been cleared up specifically, 
I mean you didn't refer him to it or call his attention to 
the particular statement, 1 think it should be cleared up. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

1012S Mr. Moore: It begins, I think, somewhere around 
2421 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you say 2421 ? 

Mr. Moore: 2441. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Excuse me. 

Mr. Moore: 'Well, I may have said that, yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: Well, anvwav I believe it was around 2441, 
something like that. Now, do you have “he" the next word 
and then “ he”? 

Mr. Broun: It is at the bottom of the page. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That was a mistake in the 
original transcript, the testimony was “I". 

Mr. Moore: That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is another one just like 
that. 

Mr. Moore: But I want to refer to a little later. “Then 
I called up Mr. Evans and told him that.” 

Now, the word “that” is not clear. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, I think the thing to 
do, Mr. Moore, would be to read the colloquy or testimony 
of the witness and ask him whether he wants that answer 
to stand. 

Mr. Moore: All right. 

10129 Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you want to do that? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Or I will do it. it doesn't make 
any difference. 

Cross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Martin, on the witness stand 
I think you said on the 28th of September, in answering the 
question of the Examiner, or following the direction of the 
Examiner, to go ahead with your testimony, you said this: 
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44 Mayor Shields called me and told me he needed—and 
he specified the amount—” 

4 ‘Question: "What was the amount?” 

And your answer is this: 44 1 think it was around $1456, 
I believe it was around that, something: like that." 

Then you said, “And then 1 called up Mr. Evans and 
told him that, and then I went to his office and received 
this package and turned it over to the Mayor.” 

The Witness: Told him—what I meant to include in that 
was that we needed $1,456 approximately. 

Q. You told him that we needed? 

Mr. Rose: May we have the conversation? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what you told him at 
that time, told Mr. Evans. 

10130 The Witness: I told him our committee needed 
$1456.25. 

Mr. Moore: That was only the word “that" that I 
wanted to make sure of. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you tell him anything else, 
Mr. Martin? 

The Witness: I rather think I told him that was the 
extent of our needs. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did he say anything to you 
at that time? 

The Witness: Xo, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, before you get into 
your cross examination, if you have any, there is one ques¬ 
tion I don't think I cleared up. You mentioned the name of 
Fulton I. Connor, Mr. Martin; who is he? 

The Witness: He is a Citv Councilman. 

% 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Does he live in Johnstown? 
ThejWitness: Yes, he lives in the Eighth Ward. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Rose: Excuse me, I have one or two questions T 
want to ask, I did not know whether to ask them at this 
time or later. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Whv don't vou wait until Mr. 

% • 

Moore asks his questions, then you ask your questions. It 
will be in the nature of a redirect examination. 

10131 Mr. Moore: My questions are only properly 
galled cross examination, but there are two or three 

things ,1 would like to bring out a little more clearly for 
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the record, at least so that I understand them a little mo:e 
clearly. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. The pur¬ 
pose of having Mr. Martin back here was to get his testi¬ 
mony as accurate as we could get it. 

Mr. Moore: That's right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Since he is here let's all of us 
do it and then he won't be back here again. I hope. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) You stated that Mr. Connor was 
elected treasurer at the meeting of the Executive Commit¬ 
tee on the 16th. that is Wednesday, the 16th, and as I under¬ 
stood you, after some discussion in the Executive Commit¬ 
tee meeting were other names or names of other persons 
mentioned and discussed at that time? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. After it was decided to appoint Mr. Connor, you 
stated that you called him on the telephone: where weve 
you at the time you called him. do you remember? 
10132 A. I was in the Chamber of Commerce quarters, in 
the Swank Building. 

Q. That is, you mean that you called him from the 
meeting, then, as I understand it? A. Yes. sir. 

Q. Now, with reference to the first $10,000. do 1 under¬ 
stand lhat the money was called for at the initiation or on 
the suggestion of Mr. Connor, rather than of yourself? 

Mr. Bose: Oh, that is objected to. Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean by that 
question, Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: Well, I mean, I understood him to say that 
Mr. Connor called him up and said the Mayor needed 
$ 10 , 000 . 


Trial Examiner Bloom: Then he testified— 

Mr. Moore: I wanted to be sure that that is correct. 
This was, if you will remember, after the meeting of Wed¬ 
nesday and after Mr. Evans had stated that the company 
would contribute up to $25,000. I am wondering, having 
gotten the treasurer, whether that is correct as to that 
payment. 

I wanted to direct the attention of the witness to it and 
make sure. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, suppose you 
10133 phrase another question. 
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Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, what I want to find out, Mr. 
Martin, is how you happened to call Mr. Evans for the 
first $10,000 ? A. Fult Connor called me and told me that 
the Mayor needed that amount. Then I called Mr. Evans 
up and asked him if the committee could get it. 

The Reporter: The committee? 

The Witness: The committee, yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Then, as I understand it, you called 
Mr. Connor and met him at the City Hall? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know what Mr. Connor did with the money 
after lie left your office or your bank, with it.’ A. I do not. 

Q. The $10,000? A. I do not. 

Q. Do you know what the Mayor did, or that the Mayor 
did anything with the $15,000 which your messenger, Lewis, 
vou sa\\ took to him? A. I do not. 

Q. As a matter of fact, do you know whether the Mayor 
ever opened the package that was taken to him? 
10134 Mr. Rose: Well, that is objected to, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. what does counsel mean, does he know? We 
want to find out. Mr. Martin was present at the time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the answer of the pre¬ 
vious question would seem to foreclose the matter, he says 
he doesn't know whether he did. 

Mr. Moore: That is the $10,000. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, I thought the $15,000. 

Mr. Moore: I was referring to— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, read the previous ques¬ 
tion back. 

Mr. Moore: You see. I was referring to the money that 
Mr. Connor took from the bank. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you read the previous 
question and answer? 

(The reporter repeated the previous question and an¬ 
swer as above set forth.) 

Mr.'Moore: That is the previous question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is what I want. 

Mr. Moore: Well, that is the $15,000. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We are still talking about the 
$15,000? 

Mr.'Moore: Now, I asked him about the package, if the 
Mayor didn’t open the package and he doesn’t know. If 
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the Mayor didn’t open the package, he may not know what 
was in it, he may never have found out what was in it. 

10135 Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. Answer it. 
The Witness: I do not. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, do you know of your own 
knowledge that the Mayor got the $15,000 or thereabouts? 
A. I do not. 

Mr. Moore: Will you mark this for identification? 

(Thereupon the document above referred to was marked 
Respondents' Exhibit 125 for Identification.) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Martin. I hand you Respon¬ 
dents’ Exhibit 125 for Identification and ask vou if vou 

• % 

signed that paper? 

(Respondents’ Exhibit 125 for Identification passed to 
the witness.) 

A. I did. 

Q. Did Mr. Fulton I. Connor sign that paper? A. He 
did. 

Q. Do you know that is his signature? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you tell me whether that is the receipt to which 
vou referred in vour testimonv this morning as having been 
the receipt that you and Mr. Connor gave to Mr. Evans on 
June 17th ? A. It is. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner. I offer in evidence 

10136 Respondents’ Exhibit 125 for Identification as Re¬ 
spondents’ Exhibit 125. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Any objection? 

Mr. Rose: Xo objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : I have just one question; whose 
handwriting is this, do you know? 

The Witness: Mine. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I mean of course everything 
except the signature of Mr. Connor. 

The Witness: I thought vou meant the bodv. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I meant the body. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be received in evidence 
as Respondents’ Exhibit 125. 
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(Thereupon the document previously marked Respon¬ 
dents* Exhibit 123 for Identification was marked Respon¬ 
dents' Exhibit 125 in evidence.) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Xow, Mr. Martin, I hand you Re¬ 
spondents' Exhibit 126 for Identification— 

Mr.‘Moore: Will you mark that for Identification? 

(Thereupon the document above referred to was marked 
Respondents' Exhibit 126 for Identification.) 

Q. (Bv Mr. Moore) Xow, Mr. Martin. I hand vou Re- 
spondents' Exhibit 126 for Identification and ask you if you 
initialed that paper? 

10137’ (Respondents' Exhibit 126 for Identification was 
passed to the witness.) 

A. I did. 

Q. And did Mr. Fulton I. Connor sign that? A. He did. 

Q. You know his signature? A. Yes, sir. 

(.}. And is that the receipt for the $15,000. which you gave 
to Mr. Evans, as you testified this morning? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Disregarding the signatures, Mr. Martin, in whose 
handwriting is this receipt? A. Mv own. 

4 • 

Mr. Moore: I then offer in evidence Respondents' Ex¬ 
hibit 126 for Identification, as Respondents* Exhibit Xo. 
126. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Any objection? 

Mr. Rose: Xo. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be received as Respon¬ 
dents' Exhibit 126. 

(Thereupon, the document heretofore marked “Respon¬ 
dents’ Exhibit 126 for Identification,” was marked Respon¬ 
dents* Exhibit Xo. 126 in evidence.) 

Q. '(By Mr. Moore) Mr. Martin, do you remember the 
date or about the date on which Mr. Rutledge was 
10138 elected treasurer of the Citizens' Committee? A. I 
1 think it was about the 23rd of June. 

Q. Of June? A. June. 

Mr. Moore: May I have Exhibit 92, please, Board Ex¬ 
hibit? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Which one is that ? 
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Mr. Moore: That is the letter of the Citizens’ Committee 
signed by Mr. Martin as chairman, the circular letter to 
solicit funds. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Moore: I mis-spoke, it is the Citizens’ Committee 
and the Steel Workers Committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I remember that. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, Mr. Martin, I hand you Board 
Exhibit 92, which has some writing on the bottom of it, 
which for my purposes you may disregard, my questions 
do not relate to the handwriting on the bottom, and I am 
giving it to you for the purpose of refreshing your memory 
and to, make my questions clear. I ask you this: 

Did the Citizens’ Committee and the Steel Workers' 
Committee together, or the Citizens' Committee alone, ever 
make any other formal appeal to the public for funds 

10139 outside of the appeal that was made in the “We 
Protest” ad, if you know? A. With one exception, 

when they held a mass meeting over in the high school 
building when Congressman Hoffman was there I an¬ 
nounced we would have some expenses, and if any person 
wished to make contributions they could turn them over 
to me. 

Mr. Moore: Just a moment, for one other exhibit. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do you remember the date on which 
the “We Protest” ad. appeared in the newspapers? A. I 
think it came out on the 24th of June. 

Q. Well, prior to the 24th of June, was any appeal made 
for funds to the public except whatever may have been 
said in the form of an appeal at the meeting in the high 
school building on June 17th? A. Xo, sir. 

Mr. Moore: Now, Examiner, I would like to call your 
attention to some of the places in the record so that you, 
counsel for the Board and I may together decide whether 
we should do anything about the particular places. My 
first reference, I think, is 2428. A good many of these 
you have dealt with. 

On 2428 the date, is it sufficiently clear now that the Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee did not receive from Bethlehem 

10140 Steel Company any money on June 16th? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the answer is, of course, 
about the 16th, and the answer this morning is positive, I 
would assume that that would be sufficient. 

Mr. Moore: Now, on page— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How do Board's counsel feel? 

Mr. Rose: Yes, I think so. 

Mr. Moore: On page 2430, is it now sufficiently clear that 
this witness did not turn over the $10,000. to the Mayor? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I should think so, because the 
present! testimony is that he and Mr. Connor put it in the 
box and Mr. Connor took it out, and then he said he didn’t 
know of his own knowledge whether Mr. Connor did or did 
not—that is, he did not know about it— 

Mr. Moore: Well, just a little below that, I think, on the 
same page, the date, June 16th, now I take it that it is, 
however, perfectly clear that it was not June 16th, but 
June 17th that the first money was gotten from Mr. Evans. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that would appear from 
the present testimony. Originally he had the meeting and 
the first money on the same day. Now, his testimony is 
that the money was on the succeeding day. 

10141 Mr. Moore: Yes. 

1 Trial Examiner Bloom: I think that is perfectly 
clear in the record. 

Mr. Moore: To raise a question a little bit farther along, 
he dealt with the hours. Of course, those hours, I don't 
know that that is clear, I don't know that it is of any im¬ 
portance— 

TrhO Examiner Bloom: What page is that? 

Mr. Moore: I think it is 31. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 31? 

Mr. Moore: Yes, which deals with eleven o’clock. 

I 7 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It deals with eleven o’clock on 
the 16th? 

Mr. Moore: The 16th. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was the time the same outside 
of the fact that the first transaction occurred on the 17th 
rather than the 16th? 

Mr. Moore: Shouldn't he have his memory refreshed 

as to what his first testimonv was? 

* 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, all right, suppose you do 
it, Mr. Moore. 
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Q. (Bv Mr. Moore) The testimony shows that Mr. 
Evans made his offer of contribution, if I may term it such, 
at about eleven o’clock at the meeting of the Executive 
Committee on the 16th. 

10142 Trial Examiner Bloom: Wednesday, that is? 

Mr. Moore: Which was Wednesday. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Then at about three hours later on 
that day, you got the money—it is now corrected to say 
you and Mr. Connor got the money from Mr. Evans; did 
you get the money—that would make it two o’clock—did 
you get the money from Mr. Evans around two o’clock on 
the 17th, or about what was the time? A. It was some¬ 
thing after twelve o’clock on the 17th of June, and then 
Mr. Connor came back and got it at about two o’clock. 

Mr. Moore: That’s right. There is another place on 
2433 that seemed to me that it was not clear. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That, of course, is taken care of. 

Mr. Moore: Yes, again a little later on, on 2433, and then 
I take it, Mr. Examiner, on 2434 that statement now needs 
no further correction? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, I shouldn’t think so. 

Mr. Moore: There are two places there, the question 
is, “When you turned the money over to the Mayor," and 
that, I take it, is clearly corrected now? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There are a number of refer¬ 
ences, of course, but I think the testimony this morning 
clears it up. 

10143 Mr. Moore: Yes, I just wanted to be sure that we 
have taken care of everything. 

On page 2444, a similar statement is made, “The Mayor 
did,” that is, the Mayor called him— 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do I now correctly understand, Mr. 
Martin, that the Mayor did not call you on the telephone 
with reference to the $10,000 payment or the $15,000 pay¬ 
ment or the $5,000 payment, is that correct ? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, let’s have 
what actually happened. 

Mr. Moore: How can you have what actually happened 
when nothing happened? 

Mr. Rose: Well, ask him who called. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I am trying to correct the testimony 
in the record. He has now stated that Connor called him 
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on the telephone, the record stands contradictory. I want 
to find out whether the Mayor ever called him with refer¬ 
ence to those payments. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Rose: Then I suggest that you ask the question. 
Mr. Moore: I think— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On page 2444, Mr. Martin, this 
question was asked: 

“Question: Well, will you tell us what happened about 
the 16 th? 

10144 i “Answer: Weil he called me and he told me— 

“Question: Who do you mean by ‘he’? 

“Answer: The Mayor did—that he needed more funds, 
$15,000. and I sent a messenger over to Mr. Evans* office 
and told him that he would receive a package there and 
directed him to deliver it to the Mayor.” 

Is that statement correct? 

The Witness: Xo, it was Connor that called, the other 
part is correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The other part is correct, but 
the change is that the Mayor did not call, but that Mr. 
Connor did call ? 

The Witness: That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. Mr. Moore, now 
you can see why I wanted to take him over the transaction 
from the beginning so that it would be more apparent, 
otherwise we would have to go through each little piece in 
the record. 

Mr. Moore: Yes, I mentioned the $1400, because I 
wasn't sure that there was anything about that that was 
wrong and I wanted to find out whether you planned to 
have it straightened out. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: On page 2447— 

Mr. Rose: 47? 

10145 Mr. Moore: Yes. There again is a similar state¬ 
ment. Now, I would like to find out with reference 

to the $5,000, whether the Mayor called you and asked you 
for the money ? 

The Witness: He did not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Who did? 

The Witness: Connor. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: So that where it appears on 

2447 that the Mayor called you, that is incorrect and should 

be that Mr. Connor called vou ? 

♦ 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moore: Now, I am not sure, Mr. Examiner, and 
your question with reference to the approximately $30,000 
—if you will look at 2449— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t think I asked him that, 
did I? 

Mr. Moore: Yes, you asked him about the 31,400— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think I specified the amount. 

Mr. Moore: The exact amount, yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right. 

Mr. Moore: That’s right, the amount has now been cor¬ 
rected, but does the record show correctly that this witness 
did not turn over the $10,000, or the $15,000, or the $5,000, 
to the Mayor? 

10146 Trial Examiner Bloom: I think it is very clear. 

Mr. Moore: That is all, I just want to make sure. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I fact, I think a recapitulation 
here would show that very clearly, that two packages were 
turned over bv messenger, the first was turned over to this 
witness and Mr. Connor, and then Mr. Connor took that 
first amount and then all that this witness personally de¬ 
livered to Mayor Shields was $1456.25; is that correct? 

The Witness: Yes, sir, that’s right. 

Mr. Moore: Well, that is correct, I think, except that I 
should say that I don’t want to be on record as drawing 
any inferences from what Mr. Lewis or Mr. Griffith did, 
their testimony will speak for themselves. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, but the record as shown 
by this man is, I think, as I have stated, that two packages 
were delivered by two messengers, as far as he knows. 

Mr. Moore: That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, Mr. Moore, does that 
clear up your cross on this? 

Mr. Moore: No, I may have a few more questions, how¬ 
ever, that clears up the record all right, I think. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, suppose we take a very 
brief recess. 

10147 Mr. Moore: Thank you. 
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(Whereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were had as follows:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: Those are all the questions I have on what 
we might call cross-examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Moore: I am going to ask, with your permission, 
some 'further questions of Mr. Martin, but they will be in 
the nature of making him my witness, as though he had not 
previously testified. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, I think the record 
will be clear. 

Mr. Moore: I understand Mr. Rose had a few questions 
on direct, redirect, I don't know. Mr. Shawe, is your col¬ 
league here? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes, I mean, would it make any difference 
if we asked them after Mr. Moore finishes, or would you 
prefer— 

Mr. Moore: No, I would prefer— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, let’s clear this up now. 

Mr. Shawe: All right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I mean, relating merely to the 
testimony that went in this morning, you see—there is just 
one thing, I happened to notice in going through 
10148 there, in line with the correction of various other 
i items in the testimony, in thumbing through the 
pages I ran across one other point that we might have the 
witness clear up for us. 

On'your cross-examination last September, Mr. Martin, 
Mr. Moore asked you this question, having to do with what 
went on at the Wednesday meeting of the Executive Com¬ 
mittee, which was the first meeting of the Executive Com¬ 
mittee—I am referring to 2474, Mr. Moore— 

“Question: Wasn’t the question of finances raised at 
all?” 

And then your answer was: “That is was considered 
in connection with the statement Mr. Evans made.” 

Now, you have told us this morning that Mr— 

Mr. Moore: Connor. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Connor, was appointed treas¬ 
urer at that time. I am just wondering whether the answer 
that was given would be considered entirely complete by 
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reason of the fact that he did not mention in connection 

with the finances the fact that Mr. Connor was appointed 

treasurer at that time. I was just wondering now, Mr. 

Martin, in answer to the question: 

“Wasn't the question of finances raised at all?" If you 

would care to add in addition to what vou did sav 

• % 

that Mr. Connor was appointed treasurer at that time? 

The Witness: Yes. 

10149 Trial Examiner Bloom: I don't recall anything 
else in going through. If some one else does pick 

up another statement or question, that possibly is not en¬ 
tirely accurate or complete, why, please let us know before 
the witness leaves. All right, Mr. Rose, go ahead. 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Was Fulton I. Connor a City Coun¬ 
cilman of Johnstown during the months of June and Julv, 
1937 ? A. He was. 

Q. Is that office of City Councilman, if you know, an 
elective office? A. It is. 

Q. Do you know how long Mr. Connor has been City 
Councilman? A. I think about three years. 

Q. What? A. About three years. 

Q. Was he elected at the time that Mayor Shields was 
elected Mayor? 

Mr. Moore: I don't know, Mr. Examiner, I have no ob¬ 
jection if this witness knows, but it doesn't seem to me 
that we ought to just draw on memory in this case, because 
as I say it only means that if it is pertinent we will 

10150 have to find out and call somebody to straighten it 
out. If the witness knows, I have no objection, but I 

would rather not have guesses. 

The Witness: I don’t remember that. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know how long Mr. Shields 
has been Mayor? A. About two years. 

Q. Now, on Thursday, June 17th, I believe you said you 
met Mr. Connor at the City Hall, is that correct ? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Where at the City Hall did you meet Mr. Connor on 
that day? A. In the corridor of the building. 

Q. Was that— A. In the corridor of the building. 

Mr. Moore: I think the record shows that he met him in 
the corridor by appointment made over the telephone. 
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The Witness: That is correct 

Mr. Rose: Well, I was just trying to find out, or fix the 
place where. I wasn’t clear on that. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you recall who nominated Mr. 
Connor as treasurer of the Citizens’ Committee? A. I 
do not. 

Q. Were other names mentioned for the office of 

10151 treasurer? A. I don’t remember those, even. 

Q. Where was the meeting held? A. In the 
Johnstown Chamber of Commerce room in the Swank 
building. 

Q.'Do you recall who was present at that meeting? 

Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner, this is redirect exam¬ 
ination. This evidence has all been fully covered. 

Mr. Rose: I don’t recall whether that was covered, Mr. 
Examiner, if it was I have no desire to repeat it. 

Mr. Moore: He testified this morning again, as I remem¬ 
ber, who the members were and that they were all present. 
I may be mistaken. 

Mr. Rose: I don’t recall that. 

Tidal Examiner Bloom: I don’t recall if he said that 
they were all present at that meeting, I am not quite sure. 
Maybe— 

Mr. Moore: Well, maybe I am wrong, I am sure it has 
been covered. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It was covered on cross-exam¬ 
ination originally. I am not sure whether it was covered 
on direct examination, also, at that time. 

Mr. Rose: I don’t think we covered it specifically, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Mr. Moore: I think it was covered specifically on the 
original examination. He stated who were present, 

10152 stated that Mr. Evans was called in, stated—I made 
an objection, but don’t waste any time on it, I plan 

to cover it myself on my direct examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t want to have this testi¬ 
mony repeated and repeated. I would rather see if we have 
it once. 

Mr. Moore: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 5085 


10153 Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Rose: I withdraw it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The last question is withdrawn, 
Mr. Rose ? 

Mr. Rose: That is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Mr. Rose: No further questions on redirect. 

Mr. Moore: Well now, Mr. Examiner, with your permis¬ 
sion I will call Mr. Martin as a witness for the respondents. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well, the record may so 
show, that the witness Francis C. Martin is now called as 
a witness on behalf of the respondents. Off the record. 

(Thereupon a discusion was held off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Moore: I shall cover, with your permission, some 
matters with reference to the Citizens’ Committee activi¬ 
ties and meetings and so forth, which meetings have been 
covered, or at least dealt with at some length, with other 
witnesses, but inasmuch as this witness was the chairman, 
I may ask him some questions that would be somewhat in 
the nature of duplication, but I will try to avoid that 

10154 as much as possible. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I will just rely on 
your judgment, Mr. Moore. Proceed. Although, if I act 
as a balance on your judgment— 

Mr. Moore: Do, please. And I will try to explain. 

(Witness excused.) 

Francis C. Martin a witness called by and on behalf of 
the Respondents, having been previously duly sworn, was 
examined and testified as follows: 

Direct Examination: 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Martin, what was the first meet¬ 
ing that vou attended in connection with the activities of 
the Citizens of Johnstown, with reference to the strike? A. 
That was a meeting in the afternoon of Sunday, June 13th. 

Q. And where was that meeting? A. The Fort Stanwix 
Hotel. 

Q. Can you tell me who were present? Give me the 
names of as many persons as you can think of, who were 
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present. A. I think they were Mr. Stanton, Mr. Heckman, 
and George Fiig. 

, Q. And yourself, of course? A. And myself. 

10155 Q. Did anyone come into that meeting, after you 
; met? A. Yes. \Ye were there for some time. I had 

been informed by Mr. Stanton that the Governor of the 
Commonwealth was to be there, and the meeting was called 
for the purpose of having an interview with him. AYe 
waited for some time and finally Mr. Ellicott and Sidney 
Evans came in and told us that the Governor had gone. 
There was nothing transacted at that meeting. AYe had 
gone for the purpose of interviewing the Governor. Did 
not have the opportunity, and that is about all there was 
to it. 

Q. Did Mr. Ellicott or Mr. Evans take any part in the 
discussions which you had had? A. Xo, sir. 

A[r. Rose: That is objected to as calling for a con¬ 
clusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The AYitness: Did not. 

Q. i(By Mr. Moore) The answer, I understand? A. 
“Did not.*' 

Q. AY ell now, what is the next meeting which you at¬ 
tended, if you attended one. of the citizens of Johnstown, 
that had to do with matters relating to the strike? A. Well, 
that was the evening of the same day, in the American 
Legion Home, a meeting that I was-asked to attend that 
meeting by Air. Sheehan, the Commander of the 

10156 American Legion. 

Q. About what time was the meeting? About what 
time did they convene ? A. Around 7:30,1 think. 

Q. AA’ell now, will you go ahead and tell us as much as 
you remember about that meeting? 

Air. Rose: Excuse me. I think this has been covered. 

Air* Aloore: AYell, I think it has been covered to some 
extent, but I think this witness— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

Air. Aloore: —is able to cover it and perhaps throw some 
new light on it. 

The AYitness: Do you want me to repeat as nearly as I 
can— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 
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Q. (Bv Mr. Moore) Tell who, do you recall, were at 
that meeting. A. Well, there were present Mr. Watkins, 
that is David Watkins, and Mr. Yonker, Mr. Heckman, 
George 0. Suppes, George Fiig, and myself, as well as Mr. 
Sheehan. 

Q. May I— A. The Commander. 

Q. Mr. Sheehan was there? May I ask in the nature of a 
leading question,—do you remember whether or not 
10157 Mr. Corbin— A. Oh, yes, Harry D. Corbin. 

Q. Have you given us the names of all, or only 
those that you remember? A. Just those that I remember. 

Q. Do you know or think that there were or may have 
been others present? A. I think there were one or two 
others, but I don't know who they were. 

Q. Don't know who they were? All right, now, will you 
go ahead, please? A. Well, Mr. Sheehan explained to us 
that the Mayor had interrogated him as to whether or not 
the American Legion would be willing to do police duty, 
provided things became rough around town, and that he 
had called us together as a sort of an over-section of the 
town, to find out what we thought about it. And then we 
interrogated Mr. Watkins as to the methods that were to be 
used in picketing. 

Q. Now instead of telling us conclusions, just tell us what 
was said as well as you can remember, the substance of 
what was said to Mr. Watkins. A. Well, we asked him how 
the picketing was to be conducted, and he said there were to 
be squads, I think of twenty each under a captain, and so 
forth. He told us that there was an understanding 
,10158 that the—with the steel corporation that there 
would be no strikebreakers brought in, therefore 
there would be no outside pickets brought in, nor would 
women be permitted to picket. And that, all in all, he 
thought that the picketing would be done satisfactorily. We 
then asked him about what the result would be when vile 
names would be used. He justified practically everything 
along that line. 

Mr. Rose: May we have what was said? 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, tell us what was said. A. 
Do you want the words? 

Q. Yes. A. Well, that— 

Mr. Rose: Not the words. What was said? Repeat it. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: What was the substance of what 
was said? Did they— 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) In other words, what did he say 
when you asked him about the use of vile names on the 
picket line? What did he say as well as you can remem¬ 
ber, what Mr. Watkins said? A. Why, he said it was all 
right to use them. If I recall practically—on the word 
“scab"—I didn't— I hadn't seen that definition from 
the time I left school—I was surprised to find out 
10159: just what it does designate. I have a rather up-to- 
1 date dictionary. And I asked one question as to 
another word which word—was a word that was commonly 
used among strikes, I have read frequently in newspapers, 
that was the word “bastard". 

Well, he was very sympathetic toward one who was born 
out of wedlock, but if he is called that, why, he certainly 
gave us to understand that he was that. “Well," I said, 
“suppose he were not that?'’ “And some redblooded fel¬ 
low, and he would take a swat at him, and then it would 
precipitate trouble.'' 

“Well," he said, “he couldn’t control that, of course.” 
And it was—he became rather angry several times. He 
grabbed for his hat on two or three occasions. We had dif¬ 
ficulty in keeping him in the conference. 

Mri Rose: Well, now, Mr. Examiner, can we have what 
was said ? 

Mrj Moore: Well, he is describing the actions, what 
went on. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what was said. 

Q. (By Mr. (Moore) Explain, when you say “we had 
difficulty keeping him in the conference,"—“lie took his 
hat'’—what did he indicate he was going to do? A. He was 
going to leave. 

Q. What was said to him? A. Well, we asked him 
10160 to tarry with us, that we simply wanted to have an 
understanding. Finally he told us that he—prac¬ 
tically told Sheehan that if the American Legion did go out 
on police duty, he would call on the Governor to send troops 
here. That he had already promised to do that. 

Q. That is, the Governor had already promised to do 
that? A. Yes. He also told us that if things got beyond 
his control, he would not be responsible for the violence. 
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Mr. Moore: I wasn’t quite sure, Mr. Examiner, of the 
forepart. Would you mind having that last answer read 
back ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read it. 

(The reporter repeated the last two questions and an¬ 
swers as above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, was there anything said about 
the time of the strike, why the strike had been 

10161 brought? A. Yes, I asked him, in view of the ter¬ 
rific “crack" that this community had gotten as a 

result of the indenture of conditions, and the flood of 
March, 1936, why they called that strike in Johnstown? 
And he said, “Well, we were not ready for the strike.” 
He said, “The railroaders had already struck, and they— 
he had to call the steel strike in order to prevent that from 
being a failure.” 

I then asked him if the railroaders in the other plants of 
the Bethlehem Steel Corporation were not demanding the 
same things that they were here, and he said he didn't know 
about that. 

Q. You said that—a moment ago, as I understood you— 
Mr. Watkins said that there were to be twenty men in a 
picket squad. I think you said something of that sort. What 
did you understand that to mean? I mean, where would be 
the picket squad? Where would they be? A. At the en¬ 
trances of the corporation’s property, where the men would 
go in and out. 

Q. Well, does that mean that there would be, as you un¬ 
derstood it, a squad of twenty pickets at each of the gates? 
A. No, no. I didn’t understand it that way. I didn’t know 
how many squads he would have at any one gate, 

10162 but that there were approximately twenty men under 
the captaincy of one other individual. 

Q. Did you— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I am not clear on that, Mr. 
Moore. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I was going to ask him, if I may. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you understand that the squad 
of twenty men was the unit of pickets? A. Yes. 
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Q. And you did not refer to the number of squads there 
would be? A. Xo, no, he didn’t tell us how many there 
would be. 

Mr. Moore: Is that clear? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, just one further question. 
Did you understand that this unit would be at any par¬ 
ticular gate? Or did you think possibly that the units would 
be spread all over a number of gates? That is why I 
wanted to have it clear. 

The Witness: Well. I assumed—I thought from the way 
he talked that there would be a number of units at the dif¬ 
ferent gates. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean, on each gate. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There would be several units. 

The Witness: Yes. 

10163 Trial Examiner Bloom : I see. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Was any decision made at 
that meeting, as to what would or would not be done with 
reference to the Mayor's request? A. Mr. Sheehan told us 
he was going to call some of the Legion—a meeting of some 
of the Legion, and he fixed the date, but T don’t know what 
was done. 

Q. I)o you remember what date he fixed for the meeting? 
A. I do not. It was very shortly, though, to be shortly after 
that meeting. 

Q. And was that a meeting of the Legion, as you under¬ 
stood it ? A. Yes. 

Q. Did Mr. Yonker take any part in the discussions that 
went on at that meeting at the American Legion room? A. 
Yes, he spoke several times. He was very antagonistic to 
the Legion’s taking any part in the— 

Mr. Rose: I object to that. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Just tell us what he said, as you re¬ 
member it? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us. 

The Witness: He said he was a member of the Legion, 
and he was opposed to taking any part in any such service 
as that. 

10164 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did he mean himself person¬ 
ally, that he personally was opposed? A. Yes. 
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Q. Well, did lie make any statement as to what lie thought 
with reference to other people in the Legion taking part? 
A. I think he said there were a number of members of the 
American Legion that were members of this union, and he 
felt quite sure they would not go into service. 

Q. Well, I am not sure now. whether I have made my 
question clear to you. What I want to find out is, whether, 
when Mi*. Yonker made these statements with reference to 
the American Legion, lie was merely saying that lie did 
not want personally, or whether he was indicating or stat¬ 
ing a position as to action by the Legion itself, in going 
into the police duty. A. He was opposed to the Legion 
doing that, yes. 

Q. Who is Mr. Yonker? A. I think lie—1 assume that 
he was secretary of the Miners’ Union in this vicinity. 

Q. Well, now, coming down to the next meeting which 
you attended, what was that? A. That was Monday, eve¬ 
ning, the 14th, at the Elks Hall. 

Q. That has been fairly well covered, Mr. Martin—I was 
just going to ask you a few questions about that. 

10165 Who invited you to that meeting? A. John Ii. Stan¬ 
ton. 

Q. Tell me just a little of the incidents of the invitation. 
How did you get it? A. Well, he talked to me personally 
about it. Pie came in to see me. He said he thought that 
it was very necessary that we have an organization of the 
citizens of this community to stand back of the Mayor in 
his determination to try to provide protection for peoples’ 
homes and their lives. 

Q. Did he state anything about the meeting that they 
had planned for the meeting at that time, at the time he 
saw you? Or did you plan it together? A. Xo, there 

10166 was no planning done. He said he had talked to sev¬ 
eral people and they felt that I ought to accept the 

chairmanship of it. T told him T didn’t care for it. I didn’t 
want it. Finally he asked me if I would accept it, if they 
insisted on it, and T were elected, and I told him I would. 

Q. You went to the meeting, did you? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did anyone go with you ? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. And at that meeting you were elected chairman? A. 
Yes, sir. 
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Q. Who nominated you, if you remember? A. S.H. 
Heckman. 

Q. Well now, when you had been elected and took the 
chair, did you make any statement to the meeting? A. I 
did make a very brief one. I—the first time— 

Q. Will you give us the substance of it as well as you 
remember it now? A. I told them that we had a rather 
serious situation in our community, and that it was impor¬ 
tant for our people to be united for law and order in Johns¬ 
town, and that we should give what protection we could to 
those men who wanted to work, as well as to not interfere 
with those who wanted to strike. 

10167 Q. Did you say anything about the Mayor? A. 
I called on the Mayor. 

Q. Xo, but I mean did you say anything, when you were 
making your remarks, with reference to the Mayor or his 
action ? A. I think I did tell them that he—no, I don't know 
that I said anything at that meeting as to his— 

Q. Well, I just wanted to find out. You called on the 
Mayor and he started to speak? A. Yes. 

Q. And did he speak? A. He did. 

Q. Do you remember anything about what he said? A. 
He told us about his going around to the various gates and 
the manner of the picketing. And how they made it prac¬ 
tically impossible—that is, the pickets—for those who 
wanted to work, to get into the—in through the gates. He 
told that they walked—that one fellow' would have his toes 
right up against the other fellow's heels. He said he went 
through and he just simply couldn't get through without 
bumping up against somebody, and he said he was going 
to try if possible to keep those picket lines open so that 
men who wanted to work could do so, and that he was, 
1 above everything else, determined that—without 

10168 partiality whatever—going to preserve order in the 
city. 

Q. iWas any action taken at that meeting aside from the 
election as you as chairman? A. Yes. 

Q. Will you tell us what it was? A. Well, Mr. Heckman 
spoke and told us about the interview with Mr. Watkins, 
and his disclaiming responsibility for violence, if it became 
that. 
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Q. That is, what interview? A. The Sunday afternoon 
before. 

Q. That is the one that you have described, which you 
and Mr. Heckman attended? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Sunday afternoon or evening? A. Sunday evening. 
And someone made a motion that a committee be appointed 
to interview Mr. Watkins and tell him the sense of that 
meeting. I appointed that committee. 

Q. Who were the men that you appointed? A. D. P. 
Weimer: E. F. McGinlev: A. M. Custer; Rabbi Granowitz, 
and Rev. Nicely. 

Q. Any other business transacted? A. There was an¬ 
other motion made then, that I be empowered or be author¬ 
ized to name an Executive Committee with power to act— 
with full power to act. I also appointed Lawrence 

10169 Campbell secretary, and asked him to pass sheets of 
paper around, requesting those who wanted to be 

members of the committee, to sign their names on it. 

Q. Was that done? A. Yes, sir. T think also—they then 
brought up the question of a mass meeting to be held later 
in the week, and that was practically authorized. 

Q. Was any date fixed? A. I believe it was the 18th. 
That would be Friday. The meeting, however, was held 
on the previous day, on the 17th. 

Q. Well now, then, if that covers the meeting at the Elks 
Home, will you tell us what you did in connection with the 
affairs of the Citizens’ Committee on Tuesday, the 15th? 
A. Well, I thought it over and I picked out the men who 
were appointed to that committee. I asked—told Lawrence 
Campbell I wanted to appoint him, and asked him to get in 
touch with several others. I picked out George Fiig—I 
talked to George Fiig myself, and he agreed to act and— 

Q. Whom did you appoint? A. Carl Geis, S. H. Heck¬ 
man, George Fiig and Lawrence Campbell. At that meet¬ 
ing—I mean, that day. 

10170 Q. Yes, and you yourself, as I understand it, were 
to act as a member of the— A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Executive Committee? At that time, did you say 
anything about when the first meeting of the committee 
would be held? A. We agreed to meet daily at eleven 
o’clock, excepting on rare occasions when we met much 
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earlier. And we had meetings almost any old time during 
the day or nights. 

Q. Well, now, was there any meeting of the committee 
on that Tuesday on which you appointed the— A. No. 

Q. The first meeting was held when? A. Wednesday. 

Q. That is, Wednesday the 16th, June 16th? Was any 
definite place fixed at that time for the meetings? Where 
the meeting would he held? A. Yes. In his rooms—the 
Chamber of Commerce rooms. 

Q. Were all of the meetings held at the Chamber of Com¬ 
merce rooms? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Can you tell me where some of the other meetings 
were held ? A. Do you mean, now, the Executive Commit¬ 
tee? 

10171 Q. Yes, the Executive Committee. A. Well, I be¬ 
lieve their meetings were all held there, with the ex¬ 
ception of that one, we went to Mr. Waters' home. 

Q. You had one meeting at Mr. Waters' home? A. Yes, 
and thbn we had a meeting up at the Sunnehanna Club. Of 
course, there were other persons there, and—in addition to 
the Executive Committee. 

Q. Xo, I am just talking of the Executive Committee as 
distinguished from— A. That was Mr. Waters' home. 

Q. Was any meeting of the Executive Committee held at 
your bank? A. One, I believe. 

Q. Xow, you say ‘‘any old time”—do you mean by that, 
that there were more meetings held than the meeting that 
was scheduled for eleven o'clock each day? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was the length of time, the duration of the 
respective meetings of the committee, if you can tell us? 
Give me some idea. A. Oh, sometimes up to three hours 
or four. It—rarely less than an hour at any one time. 

Q. Xow, then, taking up the meeting of the Executive 
Committee to which you have referred, that was held on 
Wednesday, June 16th, will you tell us who were 

10172 present at that meeting? A. Mr. Heckman, Mr. Fiig, 
Lawrence Campbell, Carl Geis. 

Q. And yourself? A. And myself. 

Q. That is, the full committee, as I understand it? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Were there members added to the Executive Com¬ 
mittee? A. There were two added later. 
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Q. Who were they? A. John H. Stanton and Robert S. 
Waters. 

Q. Will you tell me on about what date they were added 
to the committee ? A. Oh, I think it was probably Monday 
following. 

Q. That is, June 21st ? A. Around there. 

Q. Why do you fix that date, if you remember? I mean, 
what happened on June 21st that caused you to think that 
is the date? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

The Witness: Well, I am not absolutely certain just 
when the—the mills were closed—they were added to the 
list. 

10173 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, you have given us Sun¬ 
day, June 13th as the starting day. A. As the start, 

yes. 

Q. Now, with reference to that date, would that help you 
fix the later date? A. Well, on the following—on the fol¬ 
lowing Sunday we had a sort of a small mass meeting up 
at the Sunnehanna Country Club. 

Q. Yes. A. At which there were probably about 45 per¬ 
sons present. 

Q. Yes. A. And the Mayor told us about the— 

Q. Well, without going into the meeting, there, just try 
to fix the time, that is all. Was it that day, after that meet¬ 
ing, or was it at a later time? A. I think it was after that 
meeting. 

Q. And you think it was on a Monday ? A. It may have 
been. I am not certain, Mr. Moore. 

Q. Well, at any rate, as I understand it, you appointed 
both of those men? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You added them to the committee? A. Yes, sir. 

10174 Mr. Moore: I think, Mr. Examiner, that that tells 
us all I want on that meeting, and if this is a proper 

time, I might suggest an adjournment, rather than to start 
in on the next meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, two o’clock. 

(Thereupon, at 12:30 o’clock p.m., the hearing was ad¬ 
journed until two o’clock p.m.) 
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10179 After Recess 

(Whereupon, the hearing was resumed, pursuant to ad¬ 
journment, at two o'clock p.m.) 

Trihl Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come to 
order. 

Mr. Rose: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Francis C. Martin resumed the stand as a witness bv and 
on behalf of the Respondents, and having been previously 
duly sworn, testified further as follows: 

Direct Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Xow, when we closed the session this 
morning, I had— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, Mr. Moore, do you 
have those two receipts.' I don't believe 1 looked at them 
when they went into evidence, 1 looked at one, but I did not 
get the other one. 

(Respondents' Exhibits 125 and 126 were passed to the 
Trial Examiner.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, thank you, sir. I am 
sorry, Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore: Strike out what I said now and begin again. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Martin, as we finished the 

10180 forenoon session, 1 was asking questions with ref¬ 
erence to the meeting on Wednesday, June 16th, that 

is the meeting of the Executive Committee, and I stated 
that I did not intend to ask further questions with refer¬ 
ence to that meeting; that brings us down to Thursday, 
June 17th. 

Xow, were there any meetings of the committee or meet¬ 
ings of the citizens that you attended on that day? A. My 
recollection is that there was a meeting of the Executive 
Committee and also that was the day on which we had that 
mass meeting in the high school building. 

Q. Xow, will you tell us about the mass meeting in the 
high school building? A. At the meeting at the Elks on 
Monday evening, there was an expression of desire that a 
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meeting of that kind should be held and then naturally the 
question as to whom they would get as a speaker was con¬ 
sidered, and finally they decided on Congressman Hoffman 
of Michigan. 

They called him on the telephone and asked him if he 
would come up, and he told me that he would, but the meet¬ 
ing had to be, I believe, on the 17th instead of the 18th 
because of his convenience. 

10181 "When he arrived here with his secretary or some¬ 
body else we met him and had lunch with him. 

Q. "Was it lunch or dinner/ A. Dinner, whatever you 
call it. I think Reverend Stanton and Lawrence Campbell 
and I were with him. 

Q. "Where was that/ A. At the Fort Stanwix. He ap¬ 
parently had decided to talk on a subject somewhat differ¬ 
ent from what he had first indicated he was going to, and 
there was some little difference of opinion between him and 
Reverend Stanton as to the line of his talk. Stanton, I 
think—1 think he indicated that he was going to talk more 
along the line of against C. I. O. and John Lewis and Com¬ 
munism, and Mr. Stanton tried to steer him away from 
that, but that was the principal subject of his discussion, 
anyway. 

Q. Now, will you come down to the meeting of that eve¬ 
ning; did you preside? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you go ahead and tell us what you did, you in¬ 
troduced the speakers? A. 1 made a short, brief statement 
which was one of only two or three things which 1 kept. I 
have on my manuscript—1 have my manuscript as to what 
I said. 

Q. l"ou mean the notes that you used at that meeting? 
A. Yes, sir. 

10182 Q. Do you have them with you? A. I do. 

Mr. Moore: "Well, Mr. Examiner, might we have 
Mr. Martin use the notes, refreshing his memory, telling 
us what he said? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: "Well, there was one word there, 
Mr. Martin, you used “manuscript". Did you read this 
speech, or what? 

The "Witness: I read it, yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, as you have it on you now*, 
is that the speech as you read it? 
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The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That being the case, I see no 
particular reason why the speech itself could not go right 
into evidence. 

Mr. Moore: Well, it is a question, I don't know, I haven’t 
seen it, so I doirt know just what it is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Neither have I. 

Mr. Moore: But I wonder if we should not look at it 
before we decide on that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, but, however, if it is 
the exact speech as he read it— 

Mr. Moore: It may be, I was just thinking out loud, that 
! it was made up of introductory remarks for each 

10183 speaker so that it would hardly go in in an under¬ 
standing way in that order. 

The Witness: No, my introductory remarks there are 
just relative to Mr. Hoffman. The other was what I said 
at the beginning. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you want to examine this? 

Mr. Moore: Well, I will just see what it is, yes. Off the 
record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q: (By Mr. Moore) When did you prepare, Mr. Martin, 
those remarks that are typewritten there? A. I think it 
was the evening of the 16th. 

Q. Then, if agreeable, in response to my question, may 
we have Mr. Martin read into the record the opening re¬ 
marks which he read to the meeting? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Any objection to that? 

Mr. Rose: No, you can just have the stenographer copy it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, it is short. 

Mr. Moore: Well, he would have to turn it over to the 
stenographer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, read it. 

The Witness: “You are in an unusual meeting tonight 
for the reason that it has been called for the purpose of 
securing your interest and, if necessary, your ser- 

10184 vices in the maintenance of law and obedience to 
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order, so that every individual in our city may enjoy his 
constitutional rights. 

44 This applies to those on strike as well as to those who 
are working and those who want to work, and is in strict 
conformity with the provisions of the National Constitu¬ 
tion which clearly states in Article XIV that: 

44 ‘All persons born or naturalized in the United States 
and subject to the jurisdiction thereof are citizens of the 
United States and of the state wherein they reside. Xo 
state shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the 
privilege or immunities of citizens of the United States, 
nor shall any state deprive any person of life, liberty or 
property without due process of law, nor deny to any per¬ 
son within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the law.’ 

“Prior to several days ago, Johnstown was orderly and 
peaceful. For several days since then many of our citizens 
have been deprived of their constitutional liberty, they have 
been intimidated, threatened and abused and in order to 
prevent continuation of such tactics, it has become impera¬ 
tive for every citizen who believes in obedience to law to 
stand back of and assist our Mayor in maintaining the 
liberties and privileges to which we are all entitled, 

10185 equal protection of the law. This is why we are 
assembled here tonight.” 

10186 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Will you tell us who the 
speakers were that night of June 17th? A. Mayor 

Shields, H. G. Andrews, and Congressman Clare Hoffman. 

Q. Is that the order in which they spoke? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you make further remarks as you introduced 
the different speakers? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you remember, and can you tell us the substance 
of what the Mayor said in his speech? A. Well, the Mayor 
made a very vigorous address along the line of his deter¬ 
mination to impartially enforce law in Johnstown, and he 
was determined to keep the picket lines open and maintain 
order; to give protection as far as he could, to those who 
wanted to work. 

Q. What did you mean when you said he was determined 
to keep the picket lines open? What did you mean by 
“picket lines”— A. So those who wanted to— 

Mr. Rose: Just a minute, I don’t think— 

The Witness: —to enter the lines, could do so. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a minute. 

Mr. Bose: I object to that. The witness has been telling 
us the conversation. 

10187 Mr. Moore: Well, all right. 

Mr. Rose: Or what the Mavor said. 

Mr. Moore: Well, all right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The previous answer may go out. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did the Mayor, in his talk, explain, or 
did he say what he meant by the ‘‘picket lines*’? I mean, 
4 ‘the picket lines open*'? A. Yes. So that men who wanted 
to work could get into the mills, and those who were work¬ 
ing. \Vlio wanted to get out. could do so without being mal¬ 
treated. 

MrJ Moore: I think, Mr. Examiner, we have, with other 
witnesses, pretty well covered the rest of the evening, the 
speeches. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Was any formal action taken at that 
meeting? A. Yes, sir. There was a resolution passed, 
which was offered by Frank Geis. 

Q. And any other action taken? A. We received the re¬ 
port of the committee that had been appointed to interview 
Mr. Watkins. 

Q. That was the committee that you had appointed, as 
you told us this morning, at the meeting at the Elks Flub 
on June 14th? A. Yes, sir. 

10188 Q. And what was done with reference to the report 
of the committee? A. The report was approved and 

the committee was discharged. 

Q. Well now then, passing to Friday, June 18th, could 
you tell us anything that happened in so far as you were 
concerned, with reference to the Citizens’ Committee, or the 
strike? A. Well, I was called to the meeting earlier that 
morning, than usual, and when I went there I found Fred 
Thomas, who is the head of the miners’ organization here, 
there, and they were discussing various things, particularly 
the invasion of from thirty to forty thousand miners who 
were 1 supposed to come into our community, or going to 
come into our community. I don’t know how much of that— 

Q. Just a minute, are you sure that is Friday ? Are you 
thinking of the Friday morning meeting? A. I guess that 
was Thursday morning. And Friday morning was the 
morning that Sewak was there. 
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Q. Well now, what shall we do with reference to your 
previous statement about the— A. Well, T—I am—I would 
not say absolutely whether it was—I am not certain whether 
—it is my recollection, though, that it was Friday morning 
that Thomas was there. 

Q. Well, do von know when— A. As well as 

10189 Sewak. 

Q. Do you know when the so-called martial law was 
declared? A. Well, I think we got that information Satur¬ 
day morning. 

Q. That is the Saturday morning that it had been or was 
going to be ? A. Was going to be. 

Q. Well now then, does not that refresh your memory, so 
that you can give us the correct date as to the conference 
with Boyle and the conference— A. Oh, the conference 
with Boyle was on Saturday morning. 

Q. And the conference then with—conference on Friday 
was with whom? A. Sewak. 

Q. Xow will you go ahead and tell us about that confer¬ 
ence with Sewak? A. Well, Sewak was in the office when 
I arrived, and we had been informed that he had gone to 
Harrisburg to intercede with the Governor to remove State 
troops from the pickets so that they could do their picket¬ 
ing in the way that they wanted to and— 

Q. Xow what did you mean by ‘‘State troops’*? You 
said “State troops from the picket line.*' Do you 

10190 mean the State policemen? A. The State police¬ 
men. 

Mr. Rose: Well now, Mr. Examiner, is this the conversa¬ 
tion that took place at that meeting? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don't know. 

Mr. Moore: He is telling what he had heard, and the rea¬ 
son for the meeting. 

Mr. Rose: Well, I move to strike out what he had heard. 

Mr. Moore: I think, Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may stand, at least. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Will you go ahead, Mr. Martin, and 
tell us just what happened at the meeting, what was said. 
A. There was quite a discusson between Sewak and Law¬ 
rence Campbell. Campbell stated that Sewak had made 
the statement that Bethlehem had imported strikebreakers 
up there, and he wanted to know who they were, or some- 
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thing. Finally it narrowed down to one, and he asked him 
for his name, and he didn't give it. 

Mr: Rose: I move to strike out “narrowed down to one.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may stand. I will let it stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Xow go ahead and tell what Mr. 
Campbell further said with reference to that matter or 
with any other matter? What was the discussion? 
10191 ! A. Well, he apparently was in haste to leave. He 
i said he was going to Pittsburgh and he promised— 

Q. That is, Sewak you mean? A. Yes, and he promised 
to give that name later. But Campbell told me he did not 
give it to him. 

Q. Well now, what was said about going to Harrisburg? 
What did Mr. Campbell say or you say or anyone else say, 
and what did Mr. Sewak say ? A. T don't recall whether he 
denied that or whether he affirmed it. However, our prin¬ 
cipal object in talking to him was to help to maintain order 
up there. 

Q. You mean up where? A. Up in the Franklin Boro 
district. 

Q. Well, did you say anything to him about that? A. I 
did. 

Q. What did you say? A. I told him he would do a cred¬ 
itable thing for his community and his constituency, if he 
helped to maintain law and order. Urged him not to have 
the Governor withdraw the police, so that we could have 
legal picketing, and not the kind of rough stuff that they 
were iusing. And he was sort of adamant, he did not re¬ 
spond to much of anything that we appealed to him along 
that line or— 

Q. Well, did he say anything as to what he was 
10192 doing? A. Oh. he argued more or less with Camp¬ 
bell. He pretended— 

Mrj Rose: Mr. Examiner, let's have what was said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what was said. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Tell us as well as you can? We do 
not expect you to give us the exact words, but give us the 
substance of what he said. A. He said he didn't see the 
particular instance that Mr. Campbell talked to him about, 
where violence had taken place. 

Q. Well, did he say that they had not taken place? A. 
Xo, he said he didn't see them. 
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Q. Did any one of the committee or anyone else present 
at the meeting ask Mr. Sewak to go to Harrisburg? Ask 
him to go there for the committee, for any purpose? A. I 
think thev did. 

Q. And was it stated what the purpose was for which 
they asked him to go? A. Yes, to continue the pre— 

Mr. Rose: Let's find out who said it, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that. 

(The question was read by the reporter.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, finish it and then tell 
us who said it. 

10193 The Witness: I am not sure who said it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, tell us what was 

said. 

The Witness: Asked him if he would appeal to the Gov¬ 
ernor to continue the policemen there, in order to maintain 
legal picketing. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Was any inducement offered to him, 
if he would go? A. Absolutely not. 

Q. Now, that, you told us was Friday morning. Were 
there any other meetings or conferences on Friday after¬ 
noon or any other time Friday, which you attended? A. I 
think there was a conference at the Fort Stanwix Hotel 
that afternoon, where Bashore and Prendergast were there. 

Q. Were you present at that conference? A. Yes, 

10194 sir. 

Q. Will you tell us about that conference, as you 
remember it ? A. Well, Reverend Stanton was there, 
and Lawrence Campbell, and Frank Geis. A. M. Custer, 
Father Hebron, Father Woloshuk, and I believe Dr. Xicelv 
and myself. I was asked— 

Q. Now, Mr. Bashore, you said? A. Yes, Secretary of 
Labor. 

Q. And any one else representing or from the State De¬ 
partment? A. Mr. Prendergast, the Governor’s secretary. 

(}. All right, go ahead and tell us what was said by those 
who were present, as well as you remember it? A. Well, 
there wasn’t very much said by anybody except them. 

Q. Well, you mean by them— A. I mean Prendergast and 
Bashore. 
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Q. 'Yes: now, will you tell us what they said, or what 
each one of them said, as well as you remember it, please? 
A. Well, they stated that they didn’t see—they had visited 
the various gates, they didn’t see very much violence around 
the picket lines, and proceeded to minimize very much the 
difficulties that we felt were here. They were—and 

10195 they made the statement that the tiling could be very 
i easily solved or settled if the steel corporation would 

sign with the C. I. 0. 

Q. You mean the Bethlehem Steel Company? A. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Bashore had—was having— 

Q. Xow, I have interrupted you. 

You said. “Get the thing settled up.” What did you 
mean by “the thing”? A. The strike would be over, I as¬ 
sumed. 

Mr. "Rose: I move to strike that out. He is relating con¬ 
versation. what somebody else said. 

Mr. Moore: Well, he is— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh. let it stand. 

Mr. Moore: Well now. let's go back and read it. Straighten 
out that—would you read it, please, Mr. Reporter? 

(The last three questions and answers were read by the 
reporter as above set forth.) 

Q. i(By Mr. Moore) All right, will you go ahead and tell 
us now what Mr. Bashore or Mr. Prendergast, or both of 
them, said? A. Bashore had in his hands a copy of that 
booklet which is entitled, “Join the 0. I. 0.” He wanted 
to know how it got into Johnstown, and whether they were 
being sold, and where thev were obtainable. I told 

10196 him that Congressman Hoffman brought it up. They 
• were not being sold, and that they were in the office 

of the Chamber of Commerce. 

Q. Was anything said about vigilantes? A. Yes. They 
wanted to know how many there were. We told him there 
were none. 

Q. Was that question asked only of you altogether, or 
separately? A. As to vigilantes? 

Q. Yes. A. I thought it was—my recollection is that it 
was a general question. 

Q. Was anything said about signing any petition or 
paper? A. Well, they asked us each to sign our names on 
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a piece of paper. I did net recognize it as a petition. 

10197 Q. Did you do it? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know whether the others did? A. Yes, 
sir. 1 saw them sign. 

Q. Xow, then, if that is all on Friday, let's take up Satur¬ 
day, June 19th. 

You started to refer to a meeting at which Mr. Boyle way 
present. You said that was on a Saturday, and you also, 
I think, said Mr. Thomas—Fred Thomas, did you say 
— A. Yes. 

Q. —was there? Xow, will you tell us as much as you 
remember about that meeting? A. Well, I know very little 
about the conversation, or any statements by Thomas, ex¬ 
cept that he felt that it was too late to try to head off that 
threatened invasion of thirty or forty thousand miners. Uh 
—in fact, that is about the only thing that I recall that he 
did, did say. 

Q. Well, now, can you tell us what was said to Sheriff 
Boyle and what Sheriff Boyle stated? A. Well. Sheriff 
Boyle stated that he had telephoned, at least, or sent a tele¬ 
gram to the Governor the night before, telling him about 
this invasion and asking him for assistance. And he told 
us that under the law he is only permitted, I believe, to dep¬ 
utize a few deputies, and that he felt that he couldn't 

10198 control the situation and therefore asked the Gov¬ 
ernor to assist him. 

He finally made the statement that he didn't anticipate 
any trouble would have resulted, if they had come. I asked 
him then why he sent such a message to the Governor. Tie 
didn't answer that, and finally I said, “Well, did you do it 
as a ])recautionary matter?" 

And he said, “Yes." 

Q. Did any one else ask him to do anything with refer¬ 
ence to that message, or any other message? A. Well, we 
were very anxious not to have the mills closed, under the 
Governor's order, and we probably talked along that line. 

Q. Well, do you remember whether any one did ask him 
about anything with reference to the closing of the 

10199 mills? A. 1 don't know that we asked him to do any¬ 
thing, we sort of felt that he was in a measure a party 

to it. 

Q. Who is Fred Thomas? A. He is connected with the 
miner’s union in the city, or in this district. It was at that 
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meeting. also, that we called up Charles P. Taft, in Cleve¬ 
land. He was on the Mediation Board. And endeavored 
to, if possible, have them continue our status quo situation 
here in town, until something; was worked out. 

Q. Who talked with. ?dr. Taft, on the telephone? A. Mr. 
Stanton. 

Q. We have covered that by Mr. Stanton who has been 
on the stand, Mr. Martin, and covered that pretty well, so 
I won’t trouble you to answer any questions about that. 
Now then, will you go on to Sunday. June 20th? A. There 
was a 'meeting called at about two o’clock in the afternoon, 
at the Sunnehanna Club. 1 guess there were 35 to 40 people 
present. The Mayor was there, and I called on him for a 
statement, and he told us about the proclamation of the 
Governor. 

(J. Do you mean that you presided at the meeting? A. 
Yes. 


Mr. Bose: May we have what the Mayor said, please? 

Mr. Moore: lie was stating. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Who was present? 

1.0200 The Witness: There were about—oh, I would say 
I thirty-five to forty-five present. The Mayor was 
there, I recall, and Ben Faunce, the cx-Mavor. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) The ex-Mayor? A. Louis Frank. 

O. Go ahead, tell us as many as you remember who were 
there.' A. Howard W. Stull. Mr. Heckman, Robert S. 
Waters. George Fiig. Carl Geis. I can’t think of any more 
at the present. 

O. Was Reverend Mr. Nicely there? A. Yes. 

Q. Was Stanton there? A. And Stanton was there. 

( c >. Do you know whether Frank Geis was there? A. I 
think he was. 


Q. Well now, go ahead. You presided. Tell us what you 
said and what others said and what you did, in connection 
with the calling on the speakers? A. Well, I called first 
on the Mayor, and he told us about the Mayor’s proclama¬ 
tion. and he said his hands were tied. 

O. You say the Mayor’s proclamation: the Governor’s 
proclamation ? A. And that he was practically helpless in 
' the matter. And we were all in a quandry, not know- 
10201 ing what to do. I think Mr. Stull, who is an attor¬ 
ney, was asked what the Governor’s legal rights were 
in assuming a responsibility like that. He did not commit 
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himself definitely, not knowing that he was going to be 
confronted with such a question. And Mr. Waters made a 
few short statements. Mr. Faunce spoke, also. 

Q. Can you give us the substance of what Mr. Waters 
said? A. "Well, his thought was that about the only thing 
that could be done— 

Mr. Rose: Is this what he said? 

The Witness: Yes. Would be to try to interest the pub¬ 
lic at large, in order to cope with a situation of that kind. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did he indicate how he thought it 
should be done, or say how he thought it should he done? 
A. I don't recall very much about that. **Appeal to the 
public." I think is what he said. 

Q. Was any action taken at that meeting? A. I think not. 

Q. Now then, will you please pass on to the next day, Mon¬ 
day, June :21st. and tell us about that, as far as you were 
concerned? A. I was called—I was called up rather early 
in the morning by Robert S. Waters, who asked me 
10202 if I could come to his office. And when I arrived 
there I saw J. Price Jones, whom I had previously 
known, and Mr. Waters said that he got in touch with Mr. 
Jones that evening, and asked him— 

Q. That is, you mean the previous evening, you mean ? A. 

Yes, Sundav evening. To come out. And he wanted to 
• ^ 

present his views as to a solution of our problem. We con¬ 
versed there for about a half hour, and agreed to meet at 
his home. That is. I agreed to get the committee to go up 
to his home and— 

Q. By his home, you mean Mr. Waters'? A. Mr. Waters’ 
home yes. And meet with him and Mr. Jones there at 
eleven o'clock, which we did. We were there until about, 
oh. I should judge pretty nearly three o'clock. And lie 
gave us his views relative to what he thought could be ac¬ 
complished if an appeal were made to the public. He felt 
that we were justified in taking such a step. He thought 
the response would be favorable. 

And we arranged for a larger meeting that evening at 
the Country Club, when there were a dozen or more there, 
and Mr. Jones again presented his idea. 

Q. Xow you have gone on up to the meeting in the Coun¬ 
try Club in the evening? A. Yes. We finally authorized 
him to go ahead with that kind of publicity. 
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10203 Q. The meeting authorized him to go ahead? A. 
J. Price Jones. 

Q. AVas any action taken, any formal action taken at that 
meeting, with reference to appointing any committees or 
officers of any kind? A. Well, I—the question of finances 
then came up, of course, and I designated Mr. Waters as 
chairman of a Finance Committee, and told him to select 
his own committee. 

Q. Well now, who were to direct, on behalf of the Citi¬ 
zens* 1 Committee, the publication? Who were to have the 
final say-so. if anything was said about that? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was that question? 

(The reporter repeated the question as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: “Final sav-so" as to what, Mr. 
Moore ? 

Mr. Moore: As to what should be done. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh. 

The Witness: The Executive Committee. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) In other words, as I understand it, 
then, the Executive Committee were authorized to go ahead 
and to employ Mr. Jones? A. Yes. 

10204 Q. Is that right? Was anything said about radio? 
A. Yes. 

(J. Any radio addresses? A. Yes, sir. 

O. What was said about that, if you remember it, briefly? 
A. I ithink there was a firm in Pittsburgh mentioned as 
people who would probably he able to work that out for 
us very satisfactorily. T am sorry I can't remember the 
names just now. 

Q. Well, that is not important, but it was definitely under¬ 
stood.—as I understand you—correct me if I am wrong— 
that you were to go to the public through newspaper space, 
advertisements, and over the radio? A. Yes. sir. 

Mr. Rose: Now that is objected to. Mr. Examiner. Can 
we have what was said? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh— 

Mr. Moore: I asked him about what action was taken. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

10205 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, you told us this morn¬ 
ing, Mr. Martin, that you had appointed Mr. Waters 

and the Reverend Mr. Stanton to the Executive Committee; 
are you now able to tell us when you appointed them, I 
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asked this morning: and you weren't quite sure. A. Why, I 
think it was the day f< mowing that meeting that I refer 
to, that is on Monday evening, I think it was on Tuesday. 

Q. That would he June 22nd? A. Yes. 

Q. Xow, you, this morning, I think a number of times and 
once this afternoon, when you corrected yourself, you re¬ 
ferred to the name of the corporation as Bethlehem Steel 
Corporation: did you mean Bethlehem Steel Corporation 
as distinguished from Bethlehem Steel Company? A. Xo, 
sir. 

Q. What company really did you mean? A. Well, I meant 
the company that owns the plant here. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know who owns the 
plant here? 

The Witness: Well, we always call it the Bethlehem Steel 
Company. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Xow, Mr. Martin, I propose to ask 
you a series of questions in some of which I shall use the 
phrase “Member of the Citizens' Committee” or 
10206 some similar phrase in which I shall use the word 
“member” and I shall also use the word, or the 
phrase, rather, “transaction of business,” referring in 
some cases to transaction of business by the Citizens' Com¬ 
mittee, in other cases by the Executive Committee of the 
Citizens' Committee, and in other cases by some other com¬ 
mittee of the Citizens' Committee, as for instance the so- 
called—I don't know what I should say—the committee that 
had to do with the public relations, the committee that was 
appointed to see Mr. Watkins, whatever the term is, and 
I would like to know what those phrases mean to you? 

For instance, what do you mean when you refer, when 
vou sav “a member of the Citizens' Committee”? A. I 
would say first those who signed those sheets of paper at 
the first meeting that wo had, and then following that quite 
a number of names were brought to m by different parties 
that wanted to be members, and I would turn those over 
to Lawrence Campbell. 

Q. Well, would you— A. I would think those people who 
signed up, gave us their names and said that they wanted 
to be members of it were members. 

Q. Well, would you limit it to that? I mean, take the 
meeting, for instance, at the Sunnehanna Country Club on 
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June 20th: there might have been members there that 

10207 had not signed any paper or had not given their 
names to you: would you regard those as people who 

had not signed or given their names as members? A. Well, 
hardly, they were interested, of course, but unless they had 
signified their desire to become members I would not think 
of them as such. 

Q. Well, now, then, tell me what you mean or understand 
by the phrase **transaction of business"— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Before we get into that, Mr. 
Moore. 1 would like to ask Mr. Martin; will you consider 
the contributors to the Citizens' Committee members? I 
don't believe you testified directly about that, but— 

The Witness: Xo, I would not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —but you recall the “We Pro¬ 
test" ad. solicited contributions? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you call persons who, in 
response to that advertisement, sent in contributions mem¬ 
bers ? 

The Witness: Xo, sir. I would not. 

Mr. Moore: What? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He said no, sir, he would not. 

Would your answer be the same if the contribution was 
a substantial contribution as distinguished from a 

10208 relatively small contribution? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us again whom you do con¬ 
sider members of the committee ? I am not quite clear from 
your previous answer. 

The Witness: Well, I never regarded people as members 
of the committee unless they had informed us that they 
wanted to be members or had signed up, given us their 
names. There is one man in town, he probably brought me 
the names of twenty or more people. We have their names 
typewritten and they expressed their desire to become mem¬ 
bers of the committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, was a list made of these 
persons who expressed in some way their desires to be¬ 
come members of the Committee ? 

The Witness: I made a memorandum of every one that 
expressed such a desire to me, yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you have such a list? 



BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 5111 


The Witness: Xo, I turned it over to Mr. Campbell. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead, Mr. Moore. 
Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, there is a question unan¬ 
swered— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xow, Mr. Moore's question is— 
before I interrupted—what you mean by the phrase “trans¬ 
action of business"? Is that substantially it, Mr. Moore? 
Mr. Moore: Yes. 

10209 The Witnesss: Well, doing business or carrving 
something through. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, now, could you by way of il¬ 
lustration, tell us what, taking something, for instance, in 
connection with your own business, what you mean by 
transaction of business ? A. Well, if somebody came 

10210 in there and applied for a loan and it was granted, 
he came in and signed a note and he would credit his 

account with proceeds. 

Q. Suppose a man came in and applied for a loan and you 
didn't give him any answer and he went out: is that trans¬ 
acting business? A. I would say no. 

Q. Well now, taking up the first question, it is this: Did 
anyone purporting to be a representative of or to be acting 
for, or to be authorized to act for, either Bethlehem Steel 
Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, at any time 
before or during the strike among the employees of Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company at its Cambria Plant in June, 1937, 
directly or indirectly suggest to you or order or direct that 
you, or in so far as you know, that the Johnstown Citizens’ 
Committee, or any member, officer, representative or com¬ 
mittee thereof do or refrain from doing anything in connec¬ 
tion with the formation of the Johnstown Citizens' Com¬ 
mittee? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, as too 
broad, too vague, calling for a conclusion and it is incom¬ 
petent, immaterial and irrelevant. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer, and it is 
understood that Board's counsel have an objection to all of 
this series of questions. 

10211 Mr. Rose: I think we ought to be certain on that, 
Mr. Examiner, that the witness understands these 

questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, suppose you tell us, 
Mr. Martin, what does that question mean to you ? 
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The Witness: Whether any person connected with the 
Bethlehem Steel Company .* the Bethlehem Steel Corpora¬ 
tion, or re]) resent ins: themselves as such, whether at any 
time they ever suggested to our committee to do this or 
not to do that, and so forth. My answer would be no. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well. I used it a little broader than 
that, surest or order or direct, or in so far as you know 
that ahyone connected should do or refrain from the for¬ 
mation of the committee— A. I would say no. 

Q. Or, in connection with the activities of the Johnstown 
Citizens* Committee? 

Mr. Moore: Will you just change that, please— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Or in connection with any of the 
activities of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or of its 
Executive Committee or of any other committee of the 
Johnstown Citizens' Committee? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the holding of anv meetings? 
A. Xo. 

10212 1 Mr. Rose: Excuse me, did I understand you cor¬ 
rectly, Mr. Examiner, we have an objection to all this 

line? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You have an objection to all 
these questions. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Or in connection with the issuance of 
any public statement or statements? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the insertion of any advertise¬ 
ment or advertisements in any newspaper or newspapers? 
A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the publication of any booklet 
or booklets or any pamphlet or pamphlets? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the making of any speeches or 
statements over the radio or otherwise? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the solicitation or expenditure 
of funds? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the sending of any communica¬ 
tions to or the holding of any conferences with officials of 
or other persons purporting to represent the United States 
of America? A. Xo. 

10213 Q. Or the commonwealth of Pennsylvania? A. 
Xo. 

Q. Or Cambria County ? A. No. 
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Q. Or the City of Johnstown? A. Xo. 

Q. Or Franklin Boro? A. Xo. 

Q. Or the so-called Steel "Workers’ Committee? A. Xo. 
Q. Or in connection with anything whatsoever? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Mr. Moore: The second question— 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did anyone whom you know or be¬ 
lieve to have been a representative of or acting for or au¬ 
thorized to act for either Bethlehem Steel Company or 
Bethlehem Steel Corporation at any time before or during 
the strike among the employees of Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany at its Cambria Plant in June. 1937, directly or indi¬ 
rectly suggest to you or order or direct that you or in so 
far as you know that the Johnstown Citizens' Committee 
or any member, officer, representative or committee there¬ 
of do or refrain from doing anything in connection with the 
formation of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? 

Mr. Rose: Do you understand that question, Mr. Martin? 
The Witness: I think I do. 

10214 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Your answer? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with any of the activities of 
the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of its Executive Com¬ 
mittee or of any other committee of the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens' Committee? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the holding of any meetings? 
A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with the issuance of any public state¬ 
ment or statements? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the insertion of any advertise¬ 
ment or advertisements in any newspaper or newspapers? 
A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the publication of any booklet 
or booklets or any pamphlet or pamphlets? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the making of any speeches or 
statements over the radio or otherwise? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the solicitation or expenditure 
of funds? A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with the sending of any corn- 

10215 munications to or the holding of any conferences with 
officials of or other persons purporting to represent 

the United States of America ? A. No. 

Q. Or the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania? A. No. 
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Q. Or Cambria County ? A. Xo. 

Q. Or the City of Johnstown? A. Xo. 

Q. Or Franklin Boro? A. Xo. 

Q. Or the so-called Steel Workers* Committee? A. Xo. 

Q.'Or in connection with anything whatsoever? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) The third question: In taking any 
action or in doing anything or in refraining from taking 
any action or in doing anything did you, as a member of 
the Johnstown Citizens* Committee or of its Executive Com¬ 
mittee. or of any other committee of the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee, ever act for the purpose of aiding, help¬ 
ing Or benefiting Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation as distinguished from any other interest 
or other property owner whether located in Johns- 

10216 town or elsewhere? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

( t )j (By Mr. Moore) The fourth question: In taking any 
action or in doing anything or in refraining from taking 
any action or doing anything, did you as a member of the 
Johnstown Citizens' Committee or of its Executive Com¬ 
mittee or of any other committee of the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens* Committee ever endeavor to act for the purpose of 
aiding, helping or benefiting Bethlehem Steel Company or 
Bethlehem Steel Corporation as distinguished from any 
other interest or other property owner whether located in 
Johnstown or elsewhere? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) The fifth question: In so far as you 
know did the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or its Execu¬ 
tive Committee or any other committee of the Johnstown 
Citizens* Committee or any member or representative of 
any of such committees ever take any action or do anything 
or refrain from taking any action or doing anything for 
the purpose of aiding, helping, or benefiting Bethlehem 
Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation as distin¬ 
guished from any other interest or other property owner 
whether located in Johnstown or elsewhere? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

10217 Q. (By Mr. Moore) The sixth question: 

Did any member or representative of the Johns¬ 
town Citizens’ Committee or of its Executive Committee or 
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of any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens' Commit¬ 
tee at any meeting of any such committee which you at¬ 
tended, or elsewhere, in so far as you know, ever say in 
words or in substance that the taking of any action or the 
doing of anything or the refraining from taking any action 
or doing by any of such committees or by any member or 
representative thereof, was for the purpose of aiding, help¬ 
ing or benefiting Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation, as distinguished from any other inter¬ 
est or other property owner, whether located fn Johns¬ 
town or elsewhere? A. Xo. 

Q. The next question : 

Was anything said by any one in any meeting of the 
Johnstown Citizens' Committee or of its Executive Com¬ 
mittee or of any other committee of the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens' Committee which you attended, to the effect that any¬ 
thing was to be done or attempted by the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens' Committee or by its Executive Committee or by any 
other committee of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee in 
the interest of Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethle- 
10218 hem Steel Corporation as distinguished from any 
other interest or other property owner, whether lo¬ 
cated in Johnstown or elsewhere? A. Xo. 

Q. Xow, you stated, if I remember correctly, Mr. Martin, 
that at the meeting at the Fort Stanwix Hotel or the con¬ 
ference, whatever you called it, on the afternoon of Sunday, 
June 13, 1937, Mr. Evans and Mr. Ellicott came into the 
meeting for a few minutes. I want to ask you this question, 
whether they did or said anything at that meeting, partici¬ 
pated in the doing of anything, which you regarded as the 
transaction of business by them ? A. They did not. 

Q. Did Mr. C. R. Ellicott, in so far as you know, take any 
part in the transaction of any business that was transacted 
at anv time bv the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or by 
its Executive Committee or by any other committee of the 
Johnstown Citizens'Committee? A. Xo. 

Q. Did you ever hear from any member or representative 
of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or of its Executive 
Committee or of any other committee of the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee that Mr. C. R. Ellicott ever took any 
part in the transaction of any business that was 
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10219 transacted at any time by any of such committees / A. 
Xo. 

Q. I think, Mr. Martin, you testified, I believe when you 
were on the stand in September, that Mr. Evans was pres¬ 
ent bv invitation at the meeting of vour Executive Commit- 
tee on Wednesday, June 16th, and at that meeting offered to 
contribute some money to the Citizens' Committee. 

Now, leaving out of consideration that offer, what he 
said, whether that be the transaction of business or not, did 
Mr. Evans, that is. Mr. Sidney I). Evans, take any part, in 
so far as you know, in the transaction of any business that 
was transacted at any time by the Johnstown Citizens' Com¬ 
mittee or its Executive Committee or by any other com¬ 
mittee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee/ 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that back, please. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you understand that ques¬ 
tion ? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: Xo. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Disregarding the same offer which 
I referred to in my previous question: did you ever 

10220 hear from any member or representative of the 
Johnstown Citizens' Committee or of its Executive 

Committee or of any other committee of the Johnstown 
Citizens* Committee that Mr. Sidney D. Evans ever took 
any part in the transaction of any business that was trans¬ 
acted at any time by any of such committees/ 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you read that question back, 
please? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Moore: What is the answer? 

The Witness: Xo. 

Mr. Moore: Off the record, Mr. Examiner. What I have 
in mind is not to raise any question and ask this witness any 
opinion as to whether that was or was not the transaction 
of business, let that stand to be interpreted by any one. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Yon mean— 

Mr. Moore: The offer made by Mr. Evans at that com¬ 
mittee meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: "Well, read back the previous 
question, not this last one, the previous one. 

(The reporter read as follows: 


“Question: I think, Mr. Martin, you testified, I believe 
when you were on the stand in September, that Mr. 
10221 Evans was present by invitation at a meeting of your 
Executive Committee on Wednesday. June Kith, and 
that at that meeting offered to contribute some money to 
the Citizens' Committee. 

“Now, leaving out of consideration that offer, what he 
said, whether that be the transaction of business or not, did 
Mr. Evans, that is, Mr. Sidney D. Evans, take any part, in 
so far as you know, in the transaction of any business that 
was transacted at any time by the Johnstown Citizens' Com¬ 
mittee or its Executive Committee or by any other commit¬ 
tee of the Johnstown Citizens* Committee.’") 


Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

Mr. Moore: Perhaps, Mr. Examiner, I haven't made it 
clear to you. If you will note—I think I see your point—if 
you will note the phrase is, “Transact at any time any bus¬ 
iness" or “take any part", rather, “in the transaction of 
any business," I mean, “that was transacted at any time 
by the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee." I did not use the 
word “with". 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I see. 

Mr. Moore: When Mr. Evans was representing Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company, he was transacting business when he 
paid 1 ho money over, of course, we admit that, when he paid 
the $10,000. to the Citizens' Committee he was transacting 
business with the Citizens' Committee, but he was not 
10222 transacting business by the Citizens' Committee or 
taking any part in the transaction of business by the 
Citizens* Committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, does that imply, your 
“by" question, Mr. Moore—you are quite correct, that is 
where my confusion comes in. Was that “by" question to 
mean in effect that he did not participate in the trans¬ 
action of anv business as a member of the Committee— 
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Jin Moore: That's right, he had nothing to do with the 
transaction of business on behalf of the Citizens’ Commit¬ 


tee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On behalf of it? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But the ‘‘with" would make an 
entirely different sense. 

Mr. Moore: Oh, yes, I transact business with you, but I 

don't transact business for vou. 

% 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, you are quite right, that is 
where my confusion has come in. 

Mn Moore: Then taking up the next question, Mr. Mar¬ 
tin— 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Making the same exception, that is, 
excepting the offer by Mr. Evans, and to modify it as I 
have mow modified it, also the payment of money by Mr. 

Evans, to your committee, excepting these things, 
10*223 whether or not they be transacting business— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me. Mr. Moore, 
did the previous questions include the payment of 
10224 money * From your last statement here, did you 
mean them to? 

Mr. Moore: I did not, but I am quite sure the witness 


did, because I think he appreciated the difference just as I 


did, the word “by” transact—he didn’t say 


“with”— 


Trial Examiner Bloom: Clear that up so there will be no 


question. 


Q. i(By Mr. Moore) Would you have answered the two 
previous questions differently if I had put in as an excep¬ 
tion also the payment of money by Mr. Evans to the com¬ 
mittee? A. If you had put in the exception, you say? 

Q. Jf you— A. I would answer the same way. 

Q. Xow, then, with that same exception in mind, or those 
same exceptions in mind, as I said, whether or not they are 
transacting business, I am not concerned, but, did any per¬ 
son purporting to be a representative of or to be acting 
for or to be authorized to act for either Bethlehem Steel 


Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation take any part 
in so far as you know in the transaction of any business 
that was transacted at any time by the Johnstown Citizens’ 
Committee or by its Executive Committee or by any other 
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committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? 
10225 A. Xo. 

Q. Having: in mind also the same exception in the 
next question, same exceptions, perhaps I should say, did 
any person who you know or believe to have been a repre¬ 
sentative of, or acting: for. or authorized to act for either 
Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation 
take any part in so far as you know in the transaction of 
any business that was transacted at any time by the Johns¬ 
town Citizens’ Committee or by its Executive Committee 
or by any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee? A. Xo. 

Q. Still having- in mind the same exceptions, I ask you 
the next question: 

Did you ever hear from any member or representative of 
the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of its Executive Com¬ 
mittee or of any other committee of the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens' Committee that any person purporting: to be a repre¬ 
sentative of or to be acting for or to be authorized to act 
for either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel 
Corporation ever took any part in the transaction of any 
business that was transacted at any time by any of such 
committees? A. Xo. 

Q. Again having in mind the same exceptions with 
1022H reference to the next question: 

Did you ever hear from any member or represen¬ 
tative of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or of its Exec¬ 
utive Committee or of any other committee of the Johns¬ 
town Citizens’ Committee that any person who you know 
was or believe to have been a representative of or acting 
for or authorized to act for, either Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, ever took any part- 
in the transaction of any business that was transacted at 
any time by any of such committees ? A. Xo. 

Q. Having in mind the same exceptions with reference to 
the next question: Did you ever hear from any member 
( r representative of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or 
of its Executive Committee or of any other committee of 
the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee that any person who 
such member or representative stated that he knew or be¬ 
lieved was a representative of or acting for or authorized 
to act for either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem 
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Steel Corporation, ever took any part in the transaction 
of any business that was transacted at any time by any 
of such committees ? A. Xo. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: "Would you read that back, 
please 

10227 (The reporter repeated the last question as above 
set forth.) 

Mr.-Moore: That is the same question— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That would be the same as that 
previous one, I mean the same type of explanation: 

Mr. Moore: Yes, 1 mean I have used the exceptions in 
cases,!referring to the same exceptions that I made in the 
first instance. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) The next question, Mr. Martin: Did 

any member or representative of the Johnstown Citizens' 

Committee or of its Executive Committee or of any other 

committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee ever tell 

vou that there ever was anv connection between anv of such 
• * • 

committees and either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Corporation? A. Xo. 

Q. Did any one who purported to be a representative of 
or to be acting for or to be authorized to act for, either 
Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corpora¬ 
tion, ever tell you that there ever was any connection be¬ 
tween the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or its Executive 
Committee or any other committee of the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens' Committee and either such company or such corpo¬ 
ration ? A. Xo. 

10228 i Q. Did anv one who vou know was or believe to 
have been a representative of or acting for or au¬ 
thorized to act for either Bethlehem Steel Company or 
Bethlehem Steel Corporation ever tell you that there ever 
was any connection between the Johnstown Citizens' Com¬ 
mittee or its Executive Committee or any other committee 
of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee and either such com¬ 
pany or such corporation ? A. Xo. 

Q. Xow, Mr. Martin, I am going to ask you this question 

and then read into the record, or have the reporter take 

into the record, the names which are set forth on the page 

which Mr. Broun will hand to vou. 

* 
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The question is this: In so far as you know, were any 

of the following named persons a member of the Johnstown 
Citizens' Committee or of any committee thereof? 

10229 Eugene G. Grace 
Frederick A. Shick 
Robert E. McMath 
George H. Blakeley 
C. Austin Buck 
Charles R. Holton 
Charles M. Schwab 
James II. Ward 
Quincy Bent 
Archibald Johnston 
Joseph M. Larkin 
Paul Mackall 
Xorborne Berkeley 
Charles D. Marshall 
William J. Brown 
James P. Bender 
Charles R. Miller 
Edward B. Hill 
William H. Johnstone 
Warren M. Driver 
Sigmund L. Holverstott 
Richard II. Schlottman 
Frederick X. Finger 
Robert Young 

Fred H. Overdorf 

10230 William L. Achenbach 
Donald T. Aikenhead 
Jesse V. Honeycutt 
John M. Ellis ‘ 

Charles M. Denise 
William H. Stewart 
Paul W. Cotton 
Edward F. Gold 
Robert S. A. Dougherty 
Roy A. Lewis 
Charles R. Ellicott 
Harry A. Whitaker 
Edward F. Entwisle 
Jacob H. Edmonds 
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Stewart J. Cort 
Frank A. Bobbins, Jr. 
Edwin J. Paulus 
T. Scott Clingan 
Thomas R. Johns 
Mvrle L. Jacobs 
Arthur F. Peterson 
Edward J. Quaekenbush 
Agustino T. He Serrano 
John M. Gross 
Harry C. Crawford 

10231 Ralph E. Hough 

Sidnev D. Evans 
• 

Ewart L. Roberts 
John C. Davies 
Francis A. Dunn 
Homer M. Crossett 
Ralph Kent 
Gordon R. Baer 
Frank E. Howells 
Harrv R. Coulson 
Harry A. Marley 
Harry H. Phillips 
Thomas F. Gallagher 
Clifford T. Ward 
"William H. Bennett 
Thomas C. Kern 
Patrick J. Scott 
Daniel W. O'Leary 
Scott D. Baumer 
Charles J. Eppley 
Edwin W. Trexler 
George W. Rodgers 
Harry F. Raab 
Jerrv F. Wilbur 
Harold C. Cox 

10232 Harry E. Trout 
Charles M. Schwartz 
Robert Earl Penrod 
Elliott H. Hollenback 
William C. Frank 
Clayton T. Harrison 
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Bernard A. Blumo 

Irwin W. Penrod 

Edward 0. Murray 

Walter M. Thomas 

Henrv P. Veil 
* 

Frank E. Thompson 
Wilbur B. Hoddinott 

10233 Now, you take all the time that you please to 
examine the list. 

(A document was passed to the witness.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There will be about a ten or 
fifteen minute recess. 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. Mr. Martin? 

Mr. Moore: Now, Mr. Reporter, will you read that oues- 
tion to Mr. Martin, please, that I had previously asked. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

10234 Q. (By Mr. Moore) In so far as you know, did 
any of the persons whose names I read, in a skin li¬ 
the preceding question, at any time suggest to you. or order 
or direct that the Citizens' Committee—the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens ? Committee or its Executive Committee, or any other 
committee of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee, as such 
Citizens’ Committee or as such Executive Committee or as 
any such other committee, do or refrain from doimr any¬ 
thing? A. No. 

Q. In so far as you know, did any of the persons whose 
names I read, in asking the next to the last question, at 
any time suggest to you. or order or direct that any mem¬ 
ber or officer or representative of the Johnstown Citizens' 
Committee, or of its Executive Committee, or of any other 
committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, as such 
member or officer or representative, do or refrain from 
doing anything? A. No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Off the record. 

(Thereupon a short discussion was had off the record.) 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Moore: That is all, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Rose? 

10235 Cross Exam'mation 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) With reference to the meeting held 
Thursday night. June 17th, did you introduce Congress¬ 
man Hoffman to that meeting? A. I did. 

Q. Did you make certain remarks in the course of your 
introduction, with reference to the Congressman ? A. I did. 

Q. I am showing you one of the papers which you took 
out of your pocket a short while ago. and ask you whether 
the paper I have shown you are the remarks which you 
made to the meeting on introducing Congressman Hoff¬ 
man? A. They are. 

Mr. Rose: I would like to have the witness read the 
remarks into the record. Mr. Examiner, or I will introduce 
the paper. 

Mr. Moore: I think we ought to just follow the same 
procedure we did in the case of the other paper. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Moore: I don’t know what they are. 

Mr. Rose: I would like to have the record show that the 
witness is now reading from a paper, the remarks which 
he made at the Thursday night meeting when he introduced 
Congressman Hoffman. 

Mr. Moore: Well, he is reading into the record 

10236 tin* remarks which he made. I understand? 

Mr. Rose: That is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: “Our object in requesting the Congress¬ 
man to appear here is. that he is a member of one of our 
law-making bodies. He is a part of* the Federal Govern¬ 
ment'and as such—and inasmuch as the labor problem is 
one that will have to receive much consideration by the 
Government, we are of the opinion that he, while here, 
could! get real first-hand information which would be useful 
and helpful in working out a very difficult problem. Then, 
too, we know something about the Congressman’s disposi¬ 
tion, his convictions, that all of our people should be law- 
abiding, and our government, in its present form, pre¬ 
served.” 
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10237 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, pardon me, Mr. 

Rose. What was that—I do not think the record is 
quite complete. When were the—when was this statement 
prepared by you, Mr. Martin? The one you have just read 
into the record. 

The Witness: Why, the evening that he appeared there, 
the 17th. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don't recall whether Mr. 
Moore asked you when you prepared the other statement. 

The Witness: The evening before; June 16th. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Xow, in response to request by Mr. 
Moore, you read into the record your opening statement to 
the Thursday night meeting? A. Yes. 

Q. From the papers which you produced from your 
pocket? A. Um, hum. 

Q. Xow, on the second of the two papers, you will find 
some notes in ink. at the bottom of the second page. Xow, 
will you tell us whether those notes are in your handwrit¬ 
ing? A. They are. 

Q. Do you recall when you made those notes ? A. I think 
just shortly before the meeting started. 

Q. Well, do those notes pertain to any prior events or 
meeting of the Executive Committee? A. Xo. 

1023S Q. Well, what are those notes, please? 

Mr. Moore: Well— 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) I don't mean to read them, but tell 
us the occasion on which you made them. 

Mr. Moore: Well, just—let me see. He made the notes, 
he said, that evening. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He made the notes shortly be¬ 
fore the meeting. That is. as I understood it. Am I cor¬ 
rect, Mr. Martin ? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: That is my understanding of it. 

(Counsel for the respondents examines document.) 

Mr. Rose: I believe there is a question pending. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is the question? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: He has already told us. 

Mr. Moore: I object to the question, too. 

10239 Trial Examiner Bloom: He has already told us 
that he made the notes shortly before the meeting. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, did you make any announce¬ 
ments at that meeting, on Thursday night, Mr. Martin? 

Mr. Moore: Well, I think, Mr. Examiner, that is too 
indefinite. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean, “make any 
announcement"? Do you mean, any announcement based 
on those notes ! 

Mr. Rose: That is right. 

The Witness: Yes. I stated that the meeting was not 
of the forum nature. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Of the what nature? 

The Witness: Forum. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: F-o-r-u-m? 

The Witness: Yes. And that there would be no discus¬ 
sion from the floor. And that all committee reports would 
be received after the addresses. 

Mr. Moore: After what? 

The Witness: After the addresses were completed. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Does that comprise all of the 
announcements made by you, which were referred to in 
the notes or which— 

The Witness: With the exception that I told them if 
i anvone wished to make contributions, thev could do 

10240 so. to help defray the expenses. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That was a standing 
announcement, was it? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moore: Would it be of advantage to have the record 
show 1 just what we are talking about? We all know. 

Mr. Rose: I think we ought to put this in evidence. 

Mr. Moore: Xo, no, but we all know what those things 
are. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think the record may show 
that the witness produced originally at the request of Mr. 
Moore, three sheets of paper, the first one being entirely 
typed, except for a few words—two words at the top, and 
the second contains typing halfway down. That typing on 
the first and second pages is what was read into the record 
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originally at the request of Mr. Moore. Then the third 
page is in the handwriting entirely as I understand it, Mr. 
Martin— 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —of Mr. Martin, and that is 
what was read into the record on cross examination at the 
request of Mr. Rose. And the lower half of the second 
page is also in the handwriting of Mr. Martin, and consists 
of certain notes to which he has just referred. 

10241 Mr. Moore: Well, what I meant was this, that 
we all know what such notes are. They are simply 

the notes made by a man contemplating making a statement 
or speech or remarks—just as indications to him of subjects 
with which he is to deal, as I understand it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well now, I would not agree 
with that entirely, Mr. Moore, that part of it that you have 
just referred to, would be correct, in so far as it refers to 
the lower portion of the second page. But the part that you 
had—you requested Mr. Martin to read— 

Mr. Moore: Oh, I was only—excuse me—T was only re¬ 
ferring to the notes which were referring to— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The notes are just that part 
appearing on the lower half of the second page. 

Mr. Moore: Very well. What I mean is, that, standing 
by themselves, they are simply a reminder, as I understand, 
what we all know— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let's find out whether they 
were or not. Do you recall what was said, Mr. Martin, 
when you said that the meeting was not of the forum na¬ 
ture? 

The Witness: That there would be no discussion from 
the floor. 

10242 Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

The Witness: I had in mind, of course, that the 
program was long; there were three speakers and some 
reports. We didn't want to stay longer than necessary. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And as Mr. Moore says, “What 
is that,”—as vou have stated it, which is substantially the 
way it appears on the piece of paper that you have pro¬ 
duced, is not the way that you may have phrased it in 
speaking to the audience ? 

Is that what you have in mind? 
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Mr. Moore: That is what I mean. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: T mean, the word “forum"—for instance 
was something to bring to his mind that he was to say 
something. That is what I understood the notes are. 

The Witness: Yes, sir, that is correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think we understand. He 
gave them back to Mr. Moore to be photostated. Go ahead, 
Mr. Rose. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Then, looking at the same notes, Mr. 
Martin, I see you also have noted “report of Publicity 
Committee,'* and then following the number three, “Dr. 
Nicely, Committee, thanked and dismissed." 

Now could you tell us what you had in mind by the report 
of the Publicity Committee? A. Well, that was a 

10243 misnomer, Mr. Rose. That committee was ap- 
1 pointed to interview Mr. Watkins. And when I 

used the same expression there as the committee was 
named when the motion was made, at the meeting at the 
election on the meeting of the 14th, and in the absence of 
Mr. Weimer, who was the chairman of that committee, Mr. 
—Dr. Nicely made the report. 

Q. Now. at the meeting on Mondav night at the Elks 
HallJ do you recall whether Mayor Shields spoke on one 
occasion or on two different occasions that night ? 

Mr. Moore: You mean whether he spoke once or twice? 
Mr. Rose: That is right. 

The Witness: I think only once. I may be mistaken, 
but that is my recollection. 

10244 Q. (By Mr. Rose) What did you call the com¬ 
mittee you appointed, on Monday night? 

Mr. Moore: Which committee? 

Mr. Rose: I think he has testified only concerning one 
committee. 

Mr. Moore: Well, what do you mean by— 

Mr. Rose: I am referring to that committee. 

Mr. Moore: “What does he call”? “What does he 
call?” Do you mean, you want him to name the committee 
or “dub” it? 

Mr. Rose: I am referring to what he said on that Mon¬ 
day night. 
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Mr. Moore: Well, he has not said anything with refer¬ 
ence to it. 

Mr. Rose: Well, I believe he did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, tell us the circum¬ 
stances surrounding the appointment of that committee. 

The Witness: Well, some one suggested it would be wise 
to have a committee appointed to interview Watkins with 
regard to the sentiment that was expressed there, and that 
was prevalent there in that meeting, and to report back, and 
I think a motion was made that I name—or moved that 
the chairman appoint a Publicity Committee for that pur¬ 
pose, or something to that effect. 

10245 Q. (By Mr. Rose) But the committee was called 
a Publicity Committee, is that correct? A. Yes, 

that is the way the motion was passed, and that is why I 
used that expression, there. 

Q. That was the only reason why you had, under Xo. 3, 
“Dr. Xieely, Committee, thanked and dismissed/* A. I 
just didn’t want to overlook expressing or appreciation for 
what the committee had done. 

Q. Did you have any other committee in mind? A. Xo. 

Q. Xow, prior to the Thursday night meeting, was there 
a meeting of the Executive Committee at which the pro¬ 
gram for the Thursday night meeting was discussed? A. 
There was one meeting, at which Rabbi Granowitz was 
present, and Dr. Stanton, I believe, and Mr. Custer was in 
for awhile, and Lawrence Campbell, I think. If that is 
what you have in mind. I— 

Q. Well, is that the meeting at which the program for 
the Thursday night meeting was discussed ? A. As T recall. 
Dr. Granowitz asked to have a meeting, and he raised his 
objection to having Mr. Hoffman talk. 

Q. Well, we have been talking about a meeting. Xow, 
could you please tell us when that meeting occurred. A. 
Well, it was only an evening or so, or possibly it 

10246 might have been on the 16th. It couldn't have been 

very long, because he was here on the 17th. 

Q. Well, can you tell us now what was discussed at that 
meeting, and by whom, if you recall? A. Well, it was 
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mostly between—an argument, rather—between Rabbi 
Granowitz and Dr. Xicely—or Dr. Stanton. 

Mr. Rose: Well, now— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me just a minute. 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

Mr. Rose: I think the witness was about to make an 
explanation. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you read that, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last question and answer as 
above set forth.) 

The Witness: As to the wisdom of having Congressman 
Hoffman come up here and address the meeting. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Would you tell us, please, what Rabbi 
Granowitz said and what Dr. Stanton said? A. Well, I 
know they— 

Q: As far as you recall? A. I can’t repeat any of their 
words. I know that Doctor—or Rabbi Granowitz was op¬ 
posed to it. 

i Q. Opposed to what? A. To having Congress- 

10247 man Hoffman come up here. And he was very 
critical of his selection for that purpose. Whereas 

Reverend Stanton took the opposite view, and argued that 
he thought it was the wise thing to do. 

Mr. Moore: Xow, Mr. Examiner, might we have a little 
bit more definitely—fix at what meeting this was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, when was this meet¬ 
ing, Mr. Martin? 

The Witness: Well, I—I am not so certain about it, but 
that meeting probably was about the evening of the 16th 
of June. 

10248 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well now, the 16th was 
Wednesday? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Possibly the day might call it 
to you a little more accurately. 

The Witness: Well. I can’t get it anv more accuratelv 
than that, because I know I took no part in that. I was— 
really was disappointed that we did not have more of the 
members of the committee there. And Mr. Custer, who 
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wasn't a member of the Executive Committee, was also 
there, but he couldn't stay very long. It was a long, heated 
debate between the two ministers. 

Mr. Moore: "Won't you endeavor, Mr. Rose, to divulge 
whether or not this was a meeting of the Executive Com¬ 
mittee ? You see— 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: The record has now two committees, and 
start with that program— 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, was this a meeting of the 
Executive Committee, Mr. Martin? A. Xo, I did not regard 
it as such. 

Q. Well— A. As a matter of fact, Mr. Custer was at 
that meeting, and he was not a member of the Executive 
Committee. Xor was Mr. Rabbi Granowitz. 

10249 Q. Well— A. At that time, Rev. Stanton was 
not a member. 

Q. Well, could you tell us how you happened to meet 
there? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Who called the meeting, if it 
was a meeting? 

The Witness: I don't think it was a meeting. I— I 
rather—if my memory serves me correctly, it was either 
Mr. Campbell or Mr. Stanton that mentioned it to me. 

Mr. Moore: Did you say that Reverend Mr. Nicely was 
at that meeting? 

The Witness: Xo. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Oh, I think you inadvertently said 
Reverend Nicely, when you— A. If I did, I meant Stanton. 

Q. —meant Stanton. Was there anything else discussed 
that evening? A. Not that I remember. Mi*. Rose. 

Q. When had Congressman Hoffman been invited to at¬ 
tend the Thursday night meeting? A. That was on the 
16th. 

Q. Was that prior to this meeting? A. Yes. 

Q. Who invited him? A. I did. 

10250 Q. Did you discuss— A. The committee decided 
on him, and I called him on the telephone. 

Mr. Moore: Meaning by the “committee," the Executive 
Committee? 

The Witness: Yes. 
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Q. (By Mr. Rose) And when did you decide to invite 
Congressman Hoffman ? A. I think that was on the morn¬ 
ing of the 16th of June. 

Q. Who suggested that Congressman Hoffman be in¬ 
vited? A. I don't remember. 

Q. Now. at the meeting on the evening of the 16th, was 
there any statements by you or any of the other men 
present, as to whether or not there would be any discussion 
fromithe floor at the Thursday night meeting? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 

(The reporter repeated the question as above set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: I don't think. Mr. Examiner, there has been 
anv statement made about a meeting being held in the 
evening of Wednesday. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, do you mean this meeting, 
or conference, whatever it was? 

Mr. Rose: Yes. I said “meeting.” 

Mr. Moore: Well, was that meeting held in the 
10251 evening? 

Mr. Rose: So I understood Mr. Martin to sav. 

• 

The Witness: Yes. This was in the evening. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, Mr. Martin says it was in 
the evening. 

Mr. Moore: Was it? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As T understood. 

Mr. Moore: 1 hadn't so understood it. 

The Witness: I don't recall that there was anvthing 

% ^ 

said about that, at that time. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, was there anything said about 
discussion from the floor at the Thursday night meeting, 
whenithe Executive Committee met that morning and dis¬ 
cussed the Thursday night meeting? 

Mr. Moore: Wait a minute. May I have that question 
read ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase it. Just rephrase it. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Was the program for the Thursday 
night meeting discussed at a meeting of the Executive 
Committee ? 

Mr. Moore: Well, he has answered the question. I think, 
Mr. Examiner. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Von mean Thursday morning;, 
is that your question? 

10252 Mr. Rose: Well, I am simply asking 1 whether 
the program for Thursday night was discussed at 

a meeting of the Executive Committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: At any meeting? Do you mean 
any meeting? 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

Mr. Moore: 1 think he has already answered. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let's get it clear. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) At which meeting was that ? A. Wei!, 
I think that was the meeting of June 16th. 

Q. Wednesday morning? A. Yes. 

Q. At that meeting, was there any statements or dis¬ 
cussion as to whether there will be discussion from the 
door at the Thursday night meeting ? A. Xot that I recall. 

Q. Well, who decided that there would be no discussion 
from the floor on the Thursday night meeting? A. T think 
I assumed that responsibility. 

O. And prior to the Thursday night meeting, did you 
advise anybody that you had so decided? A. Xo, 1 don't 
think so. 

Q. You referred to a slip of paper that was signed 

10253 by some of the people who attended the Elks Club 
meeting on Monday night, did you not? A. Yes. 

(). Did you sign that paper? A. I don't remember whe¬ 
ther T signed it or not. 

Q. Well, do you have that paper? A. Xo. I never had 
it in my possession. I have never had it in my possession. 
Q. Have you ever seen that— A. I have not. 

Q. —that paper? A. I have not. 

Q. Did you see it that Monday night at the Elks Club? 
A. Yes, but not since then, T mean. 

Mr. Moore: I am not sure, Mr. Examiner, that he said 
that there was a paper signed. 

The Witness: Papers were sent around. 

Mr. Moore: He said the names were signed. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Slips. 

Mr. Moore: Oh, I don't think he said “a paper'' as dis¬ 
tinguished even from “slips.” T don't know. 
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The Witness: He had several sheets of paper which he 
passed around through the people, there. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) I believe you testified that Reverend 
Stanton invited vou to the Mondav night meeting. 

10254 is that correct ! A. That is correct. 

Q. And where did he invite you? I mean, where 
was he when he spoke to you about attending that meeting:? 
A. Well, I don't recall whether he came to my home. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was the question? 

Mr. Moore: The whole difficulty comes by the statement 
that Mr. Rose makes as to what Mr. Stanton said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, rephrase it. 

Mr. Moore: He didn't say any such— 

Mr. Rose: Well, as I understood, the witness said that 
Mr. Stanton came to see him. 

Mr. Moore: That is right, but he didn't say he came 
and invited him. 

Q. .(By Mr. Rose) Well, where did you see Mr. Stanton? 
A. I don't know. 

Mr. Moore: What do you mean? When— 

Mr. Rose: Where? 

Q. ,(By Mr. Rose) Where was he, at the time? 

Mr. Moore: Well, I know, but he saw him vesterdav, 
perhaps, and the day before. 

Mr. Rose: I am referring to the time when Mr. Stanton 
told vou about a meeting that was to be held at the Elks 
Club. 

10255 The Witness: It is my recollection that he talked 
i to me some time in the afternoon of Monday. On 

the 14th. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And where was this? Where 
was that meeting held? Where did he see you, if he did 
see you? 

The Witness: Well, he talked to me, but I can’t tell you 
where, now, whether it was in the bank or up to my home, 
or where it was. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) And on that Monday, between the 
time you had the conversation with Mr. Stanton, and the 
time you went to the meeting that night, did you have any 
conversations with Mr. Campbell about that Monday night 
meeting? A. Xo, sir. 
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Mr. Moore: You mean Mr. Lawrence Campbell, 1 sup¬ 
pose ? 

Mr. Rose: Yes, Mr. Lawrence Campbell. 

The Witness: I don't remember of anv. 

* 

Mr. Rose: Xo further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Anything further? 

Mr. Moore: I think not. 

Mr. Rose: Excuse me. 

Mr. Moore: You don't want Mr. Martin on the stand 
when you put in that telegram that you were going to 
put in? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I do not think it is nec- 

10256 essary. 

Mr. Shawe: We really do have a telegram. It 
is just a matter of substituting— 

Mr. Moore: We can’t substitute very well. The tele¬ 
gram serves only purpose, and that is to show that it was 
received. 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: There was a question raised as to whether 
it was ever received. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why not just stipulate that 
Respondents' Exhibit—what is the Respondents' Exhibit 
number? Do you have it? I mean, if that is agreed. 

Mr. Moore: Marked for Identification on the back? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes, that is the Board's Exhibit. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I mean, that is the only purpose. 
Board's counsel could stipulate that Respondents* Exhibit 
was received. 

Mr. Rose: Xo, that wasn’t marked for identification. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, it was. Do you know the 
number? 

10257 Mr. Shawe: Yes, Respondents’ Exhibit Xo. 114. 
Board’s counsel will stipulate that Respondents' 

Exhibit 114 was received. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: A copy, you mean: a copy. Or 
[lie original of— 

Mr. Shawe: That the original telegram which is— 

Mr. Moore: Xow I don't know what you are doing. 
What I would like to see done, I thought we understood it 
to be done, that you would stipulate into the record either 
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—I don’t care whether it is an exhibit that goes in on behalf 
of the Board or respondents, that the actual telegram that 
was received by the Governor— 

Mr. Shawe: Well, it is identical, Mr. Examiner, with 
"Respondents’ Exhibit 114. 

Mr. Moore: I know. 

Mrj Shawe: And we will stipulate that the Governor re¬ 
ceived it. What is the purpose of putting it in there? 

Mr. Moore: Well, have you compared them? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. sir. And they are identical, and we 
stipulate that the Governor received Respondents' Exhibit 
114. 

Mr. Moore: Well, the copy that went in does not show 
how it was sent, how it was written, and it doesn't show 
the date of receipt, or anything of the sort. What is the 
objection to putting in the original ? 

1025S Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, let's put the 
original in. and be done with it. What is the 
number of the original? 

Mr. Shawe: The original was marked Board's for Iden¬ 
tification. 

(The document referred to was identified by the reporter 
as Board's Exhibit 286.) 

Mr. Shawe: Board's Exhibit for Identification 286. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What are you offering, on the 
document ? 

Mr. Rose: Only the telegram. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Any of the pencil writing? 

Mr. Shawe: Xo, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. Erase the pencil 
writing on there, unless you are going to bring in someone 
to explain what it means. 

Mr. Moore: Well, does it mean anything? I don't know. 

Mr. Shawe: Xo, sir. 

Mr. ,Rose: We don't know what it means. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don't know what it means— 
it is obvious that it means something. Unless it is ex- 
i plained, I am not going to admit the document. 
10259 Mr. Moore: Wait just a minute, let’s see what 
they are. 

Mr. Shawe: We are not offering the pencil writings. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Wei! then I think you ought to 
either erase them or explain them. 

Mr. Moore: Why, the pencil writings are perfectly clear, 
what they mean. It is instructions that were given un¬ 
doubtedly at the Governor's office. 

Mr. Sliawe: I know, but— 

Mr. Moore: I should think they ought to go in, as a part 
of it. 

Mr. Sliawe: Well, Mr. Examiner, we can't stipulate as 
to that. We don't know who put the pencil writings there. 

Mr. Moore: Don't you know? The telegram was re¬ 
ceived by you from the Governor's office. 

Mr. Sliawe: For all we know, the pencil writings may 
have been put on there since we received it. 

Mr. Moore: Well, let’s have some confessions. 

Mr. Sliawe: I can't stipulate to it, that is all. I know 
that I received the telegram. As to the writing on it. I 
don't know. Therefore I am not offering it with pencil 
writing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean, they may have been 
put on by someone other than counsel for the Board ? 

10260 Mr. Sliawe: I didn't put it on there. I don't 
know what Mr. Rose did. 

Did you put it on? 

Mr. Rose: Xo, T didn't put anything on. 

Mr. Broun: Maybe the Examiner put it on. 

10261 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well. I think the writ¬ 
ing should be explained because it certainly is not 

explained at this time. If you are going to put the docu¬ 
ment in. 

Mr. Sliawe: We are willing to stipulate that the tele¬ 
gram was received by the Governor, we are not willing to 
stipulate as to the pencil writing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I will admit the docu¬ 
ment, purely for the telegram, and excluding everything 
else. 

Mr. Moore: Well, may the record show what the pencil 
writings are? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don't think that is necessary, 
unless you want to reserve offering the document until such 
time— 

Mr. Moore: Well, I don't— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: I think the thing to do would 
be to reserve offering the document. 

Mr. ,'Moore: I don’t think it is material, I don’t see 
why there is objection to putting it in, but if there is 
objection I will let it go. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think the document should 
go in. 

Mr.'Moore: I mean with the pencil writings. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 'Well, it is not part of the tele¬ 
gram. 

1026*2 Mr. Moore: Very true, but the record shows 
that no reply was received. 

Mr.; Rose: I don’t believe the record shows that. 

Mr. Shawe: The record doesn’t show that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Martin, where is Respon¬ 
dents* Exhibit— 

Mr. Moore: All right, we will find out. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let’s find out, we can find out 
‘tuick enough. 

Mr. Martin. 1 show you Respondents’ Exhibit 114, which 
has been received in evidence as a telegram: do you know 
anything about that? 

(Respondents’ Exhibit 114 was passed to the witness.) 

• 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You will note that your name 
appears as the sender? 

The Witness: Yes. sir, I do. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you send it? 

The Witness: I didn’t prepare it, it was submitted to 
me and I approved it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Who submitted it to you? 

The Witness: I think it was, I think it was Mr. Camp¬ 
bell. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you sure? 

The Witness: Not absolutely sure, it is another of these 
things that come up three months after it took 
10263 place, I don’t know. I can’t, I am not infallible. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the telegram over 
and think about it a little. 

The Witness: It may be that Reverend Stanton pre¬ 
pared this. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: A1 i right, well, now, think a 
little bit longer and tell us which one of the two— 

The Witness: Well, I rather believe it was Reverend 
Stanton. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, did you ever receive 
a reply to this telegram? 

The Witness: I never saw a reply. 

Mr. Shawe: That still doesn't mean that a reply wasn't 
seen, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Moore: Well, as I understand, the witness says he 
never received a reply. 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : That’s right. 

Mr. Rose: He said he never saw a reply, T thought. 

Mr. Moore: Well, would you ask him if he ever received 
a reply? 

The Witness: I don't recall that I did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did he ever see a reply? 

Mr. Moore: He has answered that question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, so there will be no 
10264 quibbling over this, first, did he ever receive it. and 
then did he ever see it: then everybody ought to be 
happy; did you over see a reply, Mr. Martin? 

The Witness: I don't remember whether I ever did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, well, is the Board 
offering Exhibit 286 for Identification in evidence.’ 

Mr. Shawe: Without the pencil marks. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you offering it with the 
legend up at the top, when it was received at the Governor's 
office ? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What are you excluding, the 
pencil notation at the bottom ? 

Mr. Shawe: That is correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, it may be so received 
as Board Exhibit 286. 

(Thereupon, the document above referred to was marked 
as Board's Exhibit No. 286, in evidence.) 

Mr. Moore: That means the pencil marks will not be 
erased? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: "We will leave them on there, 
but it is not part of the exhibit. We have done that with 
other exhibits. 

Anythin”- further of this witness/ 

Mr. Moore: 1 have nothing further. 

102(55' Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Shawe/ 

Mr. Shawe: Xo. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all, Mr. Martin, you 
are excused. 

(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You don’t have anything fur¬ 
ther today, Mr. Moore/ 

Mr. Moore: Xo. 

Mr. Shawe: Xo. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, then, nine-thirty. 

i Thereupon, at 4:50 o’clock p. m., February 22, 1938, the 
hearing was adjourned until 9:30 o’clock a. m., Februarv 
23. 193S.) 


10270 “’Caption in Board Case designated as Xo. C-170”. 
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10271 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come to 
order. 


M. J. Woloshuk, recalled as a witness by the Trial Ex¬ 
aminer on behalf of the Board, having been previously 
sworn, testified further as follows: 

Examination by the Chair 


Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) You are the same Rev¬ 
erend M. J. Woloshuk who has previously testified in this 
proceeding? A. That is right, Mr. Examiner. 

Q. Reverend Woloshuk. will you please tell us how you 
happened to be here again this morning? A. Well. 1 came 
here, not to make a correction, but to clarify my testimony 
made at the hearing at Franklin Boro, after seeing an arti¬ 
cle in the paper that Mr. Frank Geis made a statement that 
I attended a meeting at the Fort Stanwix Hotel, with men 
where my name was included. And some—I have since 
been approached by some two or three parties, that 1 should 
make my correction as of the testimony when I was asked 
whether that was the only meeting 1 attended, my reply 
was “ves.” 


Q. Now, who approached you? You said “several par- 


tie 


A. After Mr. Campbell—I talked with him, and I do 
not recall some—1 was at the American Legion meet- 
10272 ing discussion as to this hearing. I still maintained 
that my testimony was correct, for the reason 1 un¬ 
derstood a regularly called meeting of the Citizens' Coun¬ 


cil. 

At the Fort Stanwix it was a conference or a gathering 
of several men, and it jusi happened to be that I passed 
across the street from the Fort Stanwix Hotel, that I was 
called from the Fort Stanwix Hotel doorway by Mr. Camp¬ 
bell, Lawrence Campbell, and as I came across the street 
he asked me to come inside, that the Governor's seeretarv, 
Mr. Ralph Bashore—the Governor's secretary and Mr. 
Ralph Bashore of the Secretary of Labor was there, if I 
would come in and listen to the conference of some men 
that were there, and mentioning that Father Hebron was 
there, and so I thought if there was some clergyman there 
I would come in and be more or less of a listener or spec- 
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tator there, ami that is the reason 1 didn’t mention this 
meeting*, is that I didn’t : nsider it a meeting, but more 
or less of a gathering that 1 happened to be—come in there. 

Q. Then, as I understand it, when you were asked this 
question: "Did you attend any of those subsequent meet¬ 
ings,** to which you answered “I did not,** you meant, then, 
that you were referring to the meetings— A. Citizens'— 
Q. —like referring to the Klks Club? A. That is 

10273 right—regularly called meeting of the Citizens' Com¬ 
mittee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead: page 1075. You may 
proceed. You can just go ahead. 

The Witness: That is all I have to say. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that all? Is that the only 
respect in which you wish to correct or amend or change— 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —vour testimonv? 

• » 

The Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: Has the testimony been corrected, or cor¬ 
rection agreed upon, at that point, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think it has. On page 1075, 
he was asked a question about a meeting, and lie said he 
didn't attend any, and now he lias explained why lie made 
that answer, that he didn't consider that he was referring 
to formal meetings, and now he has explained that he did 
attend this gathering in the Fort Stanwix Hotel, which he 
did not at that time, according to his testimony, consider 
a meeting. Am I correct. Reverend? 

10274 The Witness: You are right, your Honor. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xow, are there any 

other— 

Mr. Moore: I— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Excuse me. 

Mr. Moore: I did not make myself clear. The question 
was asked really by you: you asked, “I will let him answer 
whether there were any further meetings,” is the way the 
discussion arose. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: Has it been changed to “he attended?” Then 
I think—my copy shows that— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, let's see the first—the ques¬ 
tion that I asked— 
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Mr. Moore: You saw “Did vou attend anv of those sub- 
sequent meetings/* is j;. - above tliere, and then I— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It seems to me that there were 
subsequent— 

ill*. Moore: And then I broke in. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. 

Mr. Moore: Then vou sav, “I will let him answer whether 

• * • 

there were any/*—now the question was “attended/* and 

mv— 

* 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, as I read the answer, I 
think the answer on the tenth line goes back to the question 
in the first, second, and third lines, “Do you know 

10275 whether there were any such meetings/* 

Mr. Moore: Yes. My copy— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And then the question— 

Mr. Moore: My copy—pardon me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The question on line 5 is, “Did 
you attend any of those subsequent meetings?** 

Mr. Moore: Yes. Well, the copy that I have here, the 
words “there were** have been crossed out, and “he at¬ 
tended** right above them. It seems to me that change 
ought to be made, in order to clarify what— 

Mr. Rose: What line is that? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo. this is the official record, 
that I have. 

Mr. Broun: That is one of the changes, Mr. Examiner, 
which we submitted to you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 think this correction should 

stav the wav it is. 

• * 

Mr. Moore: Well then of course the answer is not at all 
responsive. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean the answer he first 
gave ? 

Mr. Moore: If you leave it. “Were there any further 
meetings/* the answer is not responsive at all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that is one of the things 
that happen in records, we get a lot of answers that aren't 
entirely responsive. 

10276 Mr. Moore: Well, it probably was not a correct 
transcription by the reporter, or the mistake is in 

the question asked, you see? Because just above it, ‘‘Did 
you attend any of those subsequent meetings”— 
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Trihl Examiner Bloom: All right. Reverend—after you 
attended the meeting in tb Elks Club, did you attend any 
further meetings of the Citizens' Committee? 

The Witness: No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know whether there were 
anv further meetings of the Citizens’ Committee? 

The Witness: I heard that there were some. 
10276a Trial Examiner Bloom: But vou didn't attend 


- 9 


anv 

The Witness: T did not, with the exception of the—but 
I would not call that a meeting, this occasion I happened to 
be passing the Fort Stanwix, when. 1 was called in, but I did 
not consider that a Citizens' Committee regular meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Were you invited to any fur¬ 
ther meetings? 

The Witness: I do not recall that I have been, after the 
first meeting, at the Elks. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think that closes it. 


Cross-examination 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, leaving out of consideration 
whether it might In* properly called a Citizens' Committee 
meeting, and disregarding the meeting at the Elks (dub,— 
at the Fort Stanwix, rather— 

Mr. Moore: Change that, please. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you attend any meeting there? 

Mr. Moore: Strike the question out. Let me phrase it 
this way: 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you attend any meeting at which 
citizens of Johnstown were present, and at which the af¬ 
fairs of the Citizens' Committee, or matters relating to the 
strike, were discussed, other than the meeting at the Elks 
Club, and the meeting at the Fort Stanwix Hotel? 
10277 A. I did. 

Q. You did not ? A. I did. 

Q. Now, what were those meetings? A. At the Fort 
Stanwix Hotel. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why, obviously, the witness did 
not understand the question. 

Mr. Moore: Xo, I said 44 other than,”—“other than.” 

The Witness: Oh, I did not. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: In other words, did you attend 

anv other than these two ! 

% 

The Witness: I did not, pardon me. 

Mr. Moore: Well change that. May the reporter 
change it? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, I think we had better leave 
it just the way it is. If you change it, then the subsequent 
answers won’t have any meaning. Leave it the way it is. 
I think it is perfectly clear. 

10278 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well now then, you stated 
that you were, as I understand it, going along the 

street in front of the Fort Stamvix Hotel and someone asked 
you to go in and attend a conference there with Mr. Bashore 
and Mr. Prendergast and some of the citizens of Johnstown? 
A. Yes. 

Mr. Rose: Could we have exactlv what was said? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why, T don't think the testi¬ 
mony is that. 

Mr. Moore: Well, all right then, strike it out and let's 

go back. I am just trying to save a little time, that is what 

I understood his testimonv to be. 

% 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Will you tell us again, please, just 

what happened; in the first place, let's fix the date. A. 

I did not remember the date until I seen it in the papers, 

June 18th, I was passing across the street from the Fort 

Stamvix Hotel, and as T was just in front of the Democrat 

Building Mr. Campbell standing in the doorway of the Fort 

Stamvix called me from across the street and when I came 

there he asked me to come in and listen to the conference or 

discussion where Mr. Prendergast and the Secretarv of 

• 

Labor was present. 

Q. That was June 18th, you say? A. That's right. 

10279 Q. That was Friday as I remember it. Now what 
time of the day was that, about ? A. About half past 

four. 

Q. Now when you say that Mr. Campbell asked you to 
come in and listen did you understand that to mean that 
you could not take part in the discussion ? 

Mr. Rose: Well, I object to that. 

The Witness: Xo. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 
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Q. (By Mr. Moore) Will you tell us who were present 
at the conference? A. Mr. A. M. Custer, Reverend Stan¬ 
ton, Mr. Frank Geis, Mr. Lawrence Campbell, Mr. Francis 
Martin, Father Hebron and myself, that is those men. 

Q. They were citizens of Johnstown on the committee? 
A. That’s right. 

Q. And who was there as representatives of the Govern¬ 
ment of Pennsylvania? A. Mr. Edward Prendergast and 
Mr. Ralph Bashore. 

Q. Well now, will you tell us as much as you can remem¬ 
ber about what went on at that meeting? A. When I came 
in the gentlemen were already seated, I was introduced to 
Mr. Edward Prendergast and Mr. Bashore, took my seat 
and discussion was going on pertaining to the strike in 
Johnstown. Either Mr. Prendergast or Mr. Bashore, 
10280 I don't recall, was asking how many there were vig¬ 
ilantes and citizens of Johnstown were trying to 
prove that they are only interested in safeguarding the 
rights of the citizens here, and then one of the men, as I 
said, I am not sure, stated that the strike could be over in a 
short time, there is no worry, shouldn't be fear of great 
danger, that the strike would be over if the Bethlehem would 
sign the contract with the union. 

Q. Now, let me break in there, you say one of the men, 
do vou mean either Mr. Bashore or Mr. Prendergast ? A. 
That’s right, and Mr. Lawrence Campbell was mostly the 
spokesman, stated that the Citizens’ Committee was not in¬ 
terested as far as partiality on either side. They were 
right, that is to show the violations of rights of citizens, they 
were interested to show the violations of rights of citizens 
and also to safeguard them from any danger and to give 
them a right to work if they wanted to go to work, that is 
the substance. I don't recall exact statements made, but 
the substance of the conversation going on. 

102S1 Q. Did Mr. Bashore and Mr. Prendergast stay in 
■ the conference all the time? A. Mr. Bashore left 
two or three times to talk to some of the men on the other 
side of the lobby, coming back each time and taking his seat 
for the discussions. 

Q. 1 Do you know who those men were with whom he— A. 
I do not. 
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Q. Were they townsmen, people of Johnstown, as far as 
you know? A. I did not know any of them. 

Q. Well, now, were there any other conferences during 
that day in the hotel there, were there any other group 
conferences or anything of that sort? A. I don't know. 

Q. Did you have any separate conference with Mr. Bash- 
ore and Mr. Prendergast? A. That is not a conference, 
after the conference was over, friendly or just private con¬ 
versation going on before they left the hotel. 

10282 Q. And with whom did you have such a friendly 
talk or chat, or whatever you call it? A. I didn’t 

have a chat, but the chat was among Mr. Campbell, Mr. 
Prendergast and one or two other men whom I don’t re¬ 
call. 

Q. Did you hear what went on in that chat or talk? A. 
Well, more or less, I don't recall exact, just. 

Q. Well, did you overhear any of the conversation ? A. I 
did some, yes. 

Q. Can you tell us what it was? 

Mr. Rose: Well, now, that is objected to, Mr. Examiner, 
he said he only heard parts here and there, as I understand 
it. Apparently he can’t give the whole conversation. 

Mr. Moore: Well, let's have all the conversation he re¬ 
members. If a man can't remember— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

The Witness: But, Mr. Examiner, do I have to answer 
that, it is just not official, a private chat or conversation and 
1 don’t feel as I, as a clergyman, just because I see things 
on the side must divulge publicly, not that I mean that it will 
endanger either side, but I never heretofore, if talking con¬ 
versation with friends or even outsiders privately should 
divulge it publicly. 

10283 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, I don't want to pry into 
private affairs, of course, but did not the conversa¬ 
tion relate to matters going on here in connection with the 
strike or have reference to the strike? A. Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom -. Well, who was the conversation 
between, let's first find that out, do you remember that ? 

The Witness: Mr. Prendergast and Mr. Lawrence Camp¬ 
bell, and I stood there on the side, in a group, one or two 
other men. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Who were the other men? 
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The Witness: I don’t recall. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Who made the statements that 
you hea rd ? 

The Witness: Pardon me? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Who made the statements that 
you heard ? 

The Witness: Well, the statements were made by both 
parties, they were talking to each other. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You say you heard only part 
of it? 

The Witness: Yes. I was not interested. T stayed there 
for about five, ten minutes, and then I said good-bye to Mr. 
Prendergast and left, after I seen the conversation 

10284 was going on. but I did not take it, that is to remem¬ 
ber. as long as 1 wasn’t much interested in their 

private convei sation, but some 1 recall as I stood in the 
group for about five minutes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you care— 

The Witness: But I still say that I would not feel to 
reveal any private conversation publicly, it was not official 
and where there was several men they all heard it and I 
could so make that testimony, but in a private conversation I 
don’t feel as I should divulge anything, not that there is any 
importance to either side, but I don’t feel that it would 
either hurt or help. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) What do you mean by not official, 
that the conversation— A. Pardon me, Mr. Moore? 

Q. What do you mean by the statement that you have just 
made that the conversations were not official ? I am not sure 
that I understand what you mean. A. Well, after the con¬ 
versation—after the conference was over, there was just 
discussion, two or three men in one corner there and some 
stood in the other part of the lobby and just making, having 
conversation, probably some about the weather, and maybe 
the other might have had some private conversation that 
did concern the strike, but it might, it was not official, 

10285 I just don't know how to explain that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let me ask you, is your 
position, then. I would like to get it on the record definitely, 
do you decline or refuse to tell us the contents of that con¬ 
versation ? 
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The Witness: Any conversation that I have in private T 
wouldn't betray that trust, whether it was important or not, 
to divulge publicly. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, is there a motion to 
strike any part of the testimony of the witness ? 

Mr. Moore: Well, do I understand that you think that 
statements made by any of the parties were made in con¬ 
fidence and were not to be repeated? 


The Witness: Xo. 

Mr. Moore: Well, then, why do you say you think there 
is a trust, I don't recall. 1 don't fully understand what tin* 
objection is, if it was not a confidential conversation? 

The Witness: Well, heretofore I never, when I discuss 
private talk with a man, we haw* conversation, I never di¬ 
vulge or try to make it public. Things could be said prob¬ 
ably which would not be official or for publication or of im¬ 
portance. 

10286 Mr. Moore: Well, if it is a fair question, has any¬ 
body requested you not to repent the conversation ? 


The Witness: Xo. 

Mr. Moore: The conversation that went on ? 

The Witness: Xo. 

Mr. Moore: Well, 1 think, Mr. Examiner. I am bound to 
respect Father Woloshuk's views. If he feels he should not, 
never has, I can't say any more. I would rather let the 
record stand as it is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is there a motion to strike any 
of the related testimony? 

Mr. Moore: Xo. I don't think so, not as far as I am con¬ 
cerned. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, then, any further 
questions of this witness ? 

M r. Moore: I have no further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Does the Board have any ques¬ 
tions? 

Mr. Rose: Xo questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all, thank you. 


(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: ('all your next witness, please. 
Mr. Moore: Mr. Campbell, will you take the stand, 
please? 
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10287 Lawrence Campbell a witness called by and on be¬ 
half of the Respondents, being first duly sworn, was 
examined and testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Campbell, will you give your 
full name, please, to the reporter? A. Lawrence AY. Camp¬ 
bell. 

Q. What‘s your address? A. 324 Market Street, Johns¬ 
town, Pennsylvania. 

Q. Mr. Campbell, have you been under subpoena in this 
case ? A. I have been and still am. 

102SS Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean by 
that ? 

The Witness: Why, I simply mean that I have never had 
any notification of the termination of the subpoena. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When was the subpoena served 
upon you ? 

The Witness: On or about the 7th or 8th of September, 
about 3:30 in the afternoon. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Where were you to appear ac¬ 
cording to the terms of the subpoena? 

The Witness: Franklin Boro, September 13tli, I believe. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you appear at that time? 

The Witness: I did not appear, as a result of a telephone 
call notifying me not to appear and hold myself in readiness 
for a future call. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Who served the subpoena upon 
you ? 

The Witness: A tall slender gentleman whom I later 
learned to know was a man by the name of Keller, one of 
the Board's attorneys. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you have that subpoena? 

The Witness: It is in my possession, yes, by the way, 
there were three of them, not one. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was each one of them for the 
same day ? 

102S9 The Witness: For the same day. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You say you were called 
and told not to appear on that day? 

The Witness: That’s correct. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Were you ever called again and 
told to appear at any subsequent time? 

The Witness: 1 was not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What makes you think the sub¬ 
poena is still in effect ? 

The Witness: When T was asked to hold myself in read¬ 
iness, until I am told to change that position I certainly as¬ 
sume that 1 have had to stay within more or less reach of 
the communitv for instant call, and have so conducted mv- 
self. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did vou ever consult an attornev 

% % 

as to your status ? 

The Witness: I don't have an attorney. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Any attorney? 

The Witness: I don’t have an attorney. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I said, did you ever consult an 
attorney, not your attorney? 

The Witness: I have not consulted an attorney with ref¬ 
erence to the continuance of the subpoena because it was a 
question that was closed in my mind. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was closed in your mind ? 

The Witness: Why, that it was an effective sub- 
10290 poena. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: To relieve you from any 
further anxiety you are not under subpoena, as far as 
those subpoenas that were served upon you, and you were 
not after September 13th. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I think perhaps I should say, Mr. 
Examiner, I have not looked up the record, I asked to have 
the record looked up, but when one witness who was called 
by the Board, Alexander Zack, apparently was asked by 
the Board, and my memory is, I just want to check it care¬ 
fully and I haven't had the opportunity, whether he was 
under subpoena, he stated that he was, and I asked to see 
the subpoena, and found that the date named in the sub¬ 
poena had passed. 

My memory is that I, in effect, at least, if not in words, 
asked you to instruct the witness that he was not under 
subpoena and was there voluntarily, and you declined to 
do that on the ground you were not sure that that was the 
law. I am only saying that by way of explanation, as far as 
I am concerned. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that particular witness 
appeared and testified. 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I couldn't see the materiality 
of whether lie wa> under subpoena or was not under 

10291 subpoena. This man did not appear on the day called 
for by the subpoena, and in my opinion at this time 

lie could not have been held for refusal to obey that sub¬ 
poena. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I think— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In view of the entire circum¬ 
stances surrounding the issuance and the fact that he was 
called by one of the Board's attorneys and told what he 
was told. I don't think that any court would have held 
that this man violated the subpoena, or could have been 
punishable for contempt for refusal to have appeared at 
a subsequent date. A new subpoena would have had to 
have been issued upon this man in order to insure his at¬ 
tendance at any subsequent time. 

Mr. Moore: Well, as l understand it, the witness was 
told that he need not appear on the particular day men¬ 
tioned, but to hold himself subject to call of the Board or 
something of that sort. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is not the way subpoenas 
are issued, and that telephone call had no legal effect 
whatsoever. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, Mr. Campbell, did you ever 
take any step at all to find out about the subpoena, whether 
it was effective or not/ A. I didn't take any step to find 
out whether the subpoena was effective because I so 

10292 considered it, but I did make inquiry for the courtesy 
i of an explanation as to why I had not been called. 

Q. Did you do that in writing? A. 1 did do that in writ¬ 
ing, registered it, to each of the three attorneys. 

Mr. Moore: Will you mark this for identification? 

(Thereupon the document above referred to was marked 
Respondents* Exhibit 127 for Identification.) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) When you say to each of the three 
attorneys, to whom do you refer? A. To a Mr. Shawe, a 
Mr. Rose, and a Mr. Keller. 
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Q. I hand you Respondents Exhibit 127 for Identifica¬ 
tion and ask vou if vou will tell me whether vou had seen 
• • * 

that paper before? A. That is a carbon copy. 

Q. Just a moment. I asked you whether you had seen 
it before? A. Yes. 

Q. What is it ? A. Why. it is a carbon copy of a letter 
that was addressed to Martin. 1. Rose, and a similar letter 
was addressed to the other two attorneys. 

Q. By whom? A. By Lawrence W. Campbell, as Secre¬ 
tary of the Citizens' Committee. 

10293 Q. Did you ever receive any reply to that letter? 
A. I did, in the way of the signed registry receipt 

from the Postal Department. 

Q. Did you receive any other reply to it ? A. I never did. 
Q. Either oral or written? A. in no manner, 
ill*. Moore: Well, 1 offer in evidence Respondents* Ex¬ 
hibit 127 for Identification as Respondents' Exhibit 127. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, Mr. Examiner, I object to the admis¬ 
sion of this document. I fail to see any relevancy, it is en¬ 
tirely immaterial, incompetent, no relation to the issues 
in this case at all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How is this document in any 
way pertinent to any of the proceedings here ? 

The Witness: Mr. Examiner — 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a minute. Mr. Moore? 
Mr. Moore: It is pertinent in this way: Chairman Mad¬ 
den, in appearing before the Senate Committee, Sub-Com¬ 
mittee, I think it was, the {'.ill committee of the Judiciary, 
within the last two or three, three or four weeks, 1 don't 
know, made a statement regarding Mayor Shields, refer¬ 
ring “to particular evidence’'— I happen to have 

10294 the statement here—that particular evidence “was 
so unusual that I am sure that if the Mayor had asked 

for an early opportunity to explain the transaction it would 
have been given him.’' 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What does that have to do with 
Mr. Campbell ? 

Mr. Moore: Well, I am trying—it is referring partic¬ 
ularly to this case— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In the first place, the statement 
attributed to Mr. Madden was not fully and correctly read 
by you, Mr. Moore. If you are going to quote from Mr. 
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Madden's statement before the Judiciary Committee, I feel 
that you should quote it adequately and correctly. 

Mr. Moore: Well, sir, if you have a different copy than 
I have— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I have an exact copy of the 
statement made by Mr. Madden. 

Mr. Moore: Well, 1 have a copy that I compared with 
the statement made. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, then, I know of no rea¬ 
son why you— 

Mr. Moore: 1 said, “Referring to particular evidence,” 
i and that is the only change, what it says is: “The 

10295 evidence was so unusual that I am sure that if the 
Mayor had been asked for an early opportunity to 

explain the transaction, it would have been given him. 
The'case is not completed and the Mayor has not been a 
witness. 1 am at a loss to know what the agents of the 
Board are supposed to have done, except to produce rele¬ 
vant evidence." 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, now, since you have read 
part' of the statement that Mr. Madden made, I shall read 
the balance of it. The full statement is: 

“The Mayor of Johnstown, Pennsylvania, is mentioned. 
I am advised that evidence has been given in a hearing 
which is now being held before a Trial Examiner of the 
Board, that during the steel strike there last summer an 
official of the Bethlehem Steel Company caused some thirty 
thousand dollars in cash to be delivered to the Mayor. The 
evidence was so unusual that I am sure if the Mayor had 
asked for an early opportunity to explain the transaction, 
it would have been given him. The case is not completed 
and the Mayor has not been a witness. I am at a loss to 
know what the agents of the Board are supposed to have 
done except to produce relevant evidence.” 

Xow, I still would like to know what this has to do with 
Mr. Campbell? 

10296 Mr. Moore: Well, I am trying to negative another 
statement, or to prevent another statement being 

made that Mr. Campbell would voluntarily have appeared 
before the Board at any time last September and October, 
when we were here. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: I still would like to know what 
Mr. Madden's statement with reference to Mayor Shields 
has to do with what Mr. Campbell did or didn't do? 

Mr. Moore: The circumstances are similar, they were 
both under subpoena. The record will show that they are 
both under subpoena and may show it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You say are under subpoena? 

Mr. Moore: They were under subpoena, both were un¬ 
der subpoena at the same time, and my understanding is— 
I have yet to be enlightened on the subject—that the Mayor 
was told anything other than that he was to hold himself 
in readiness, subject to call of the Board. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I must break in to say that 

I made the phone call to the Mayor's home, and I told the 

Mavor that we would not be able to reach him on the dav 
• 

that he was subpoenaed, and that we would let him know 
when we wanted to call him and that is the statement that 
I made to Mr. Shields’ home. 

10297 Trial Examiner Bloom: But 1 still don’t know 
what Mr. Madden’s statement has to do with this 
proceeding? 

Mr. Moore: I say the proceeding is exactly the same, 
and I am trying to eliminate the possibility of a similar 
statement with reference to this witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 'Well, the letter— 

Mr. Moore: Here is a letter written to the counsel by 
this witness and no answer, he says, was received. Xow, I 
have here, if you want me to offer it, if there is any ques¬ 
tion about it, the registry receipt showing that the letter 
was received by each of the three counsel in due course. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Assuming that it was, I don't 
see what conceivable materiality this letter has to do with 
this proceeding. Board's counsel serve a subpoena on a 
man, and then subsequently they decide not to call that man 
as a witness, or to use him as a witness. 

Mr. Moore: "Well, why shouldn't they— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is that—what does that 
have to do with it? 

Mr. Moore: Why shouldn't they advise him to that ef¬ 
fect ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How does that affect the 
1029S respondents one bit ? 
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Mr. Moore: Well, as I have stated, I have stated my 
situation, that as long as— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I have had no statement as to 
why the Board’s counsel subpoena a witness, if they sub¬ 
poena a witness, and then subsequently decide not to call 
that witness, how the respondents have anything whatso¬ 
ever to do with that matter. 

Mr. Moore: But I submit, that with the statements that 
we lin'd, and that I tried to get earlier, with reference to 
earlier witnesses, witnesses were called and were held over 
and testified and when I pointed out what I thought was 
the contrary, that they were under subpoena, that this wit¬ 
ness having written counsel for the Board asking for a 
statement as to what his position was. when he would be 
called, he might have been notified that he was not, that it 
was not intended to call him as a witness, if that is what 
was in the minds of counsel. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you will recall, early in the 
case there was some confusion about that matter. 

The procedure that was followed very shortly after the 
proceedings started was that if a witness did not appear on 
a given day. pursuant to the subpoena, I stated in 
b>*2<)<> the record that if he appeared he came voluntarily. 

If you will recall the first appearance of the Rev¬ 
erend Stanton, he came at a time prior to the issuance of a 
subpoena, and I specifically stated in the record that he ap¬ 
peared there voluntarily, not under subpoena. Tie came 
before tlu due date of the subpoena, and that same thing is 
true of the witnesses who came after the subpoena, if they 
came they came voluntarily. 

103(H) Mr. Moore: I don’t remember, I can’t say that 
my memory accords with yours, you may be entirely 

right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it is a long time ago, and 
all our memories may be a trifle wrong, but— 

Mr. Moore: I remember this, that you swore the Rever¬ 
end Stanton. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is correct. 

Mr. Moore: And then called him back at a later time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Right. 

Mr. Moore: And after having sworn him you stated 
then he would return and repeatedly, I think, as many as 
two or three times he came back ready to testify. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: That's correct. 

Mr. Moore: And wa • again discussed— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That's correct, in other words, 
a man having been sworn, he appeared as a voluntary wit¬ 
ness, lie was sworn, his appearance was continued until a 
subsequent date. He returned at that date. That has 
nothing to do with the issuance of a subpoena. I still don't 
know what this letter has to do with this proceeding or the 
statement that Chairman Madden made before the Judi¬ 
ciary Committee. 

Mr. Moore: Well — 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 will sustain the objection to 
the receipt in evidence of this letter. 

10301 Mr. Moore: Well, may the record show that the 
letter referred to was received by counsel? 

Mr. Rose: Yes, it was received by counsel, there has 
been absolutely no question about that. 

Mr. Moore: And no answer was given to it. 

Mr. Rose: This witness, I believe, I don't know who 
called him, was advised, the same as some other witnesses 
were advised, that if we wanted him to testify he would be 
informed as to when and where. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, tile whole thing is ut- 
terlv immaterial, and I don't want to hear anv more dis- 
cussion about it. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Campbell, do you remember 
when the steel strike among the employees of the Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company last year took place? A. June 11th. 

Q. Do you remember the hour of the day? A. 11 p. m. 

Q. Were you in Johnstown at that time? A. I was not 
in at 11, I got in very shortly thereafter. 

Q. Had you been away before that? A. I was in the 
eastern part of the State. 

Q. How long had you been in the eastern part of the 
State prior to your return? A. About three days. 

10302 Q. And was your return to Johnstown from the 
eastern part of the State on June 11th after the 

strike began, or was it the following day? A. It was dur¬ 
ing the interval from dinner time up until about midnight, 
about a six hour drive. 

Q. Does that mean that you motored back from the east¬ 
ern part of the State? A. That’s correct. 
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Q. What, if anything, did you do with reference to the 
strike after you returned to Johnstown? A. Visited the 
various openings —or entrances—to the plant. 

Q. When was that, was that that very night? A. I drove 
past several of them during my return back, then early 
Saturday morning I went out and drove to the Wire Mill, 
the Lower Cambria, the Gautier and Franklin Gates. 

Q. That was Saturday morning, June 12th? A. That’s 
right. 

Q. What did you see on Friday night as you went to any 
of the gates ? 

Mr. Shawe: Well, Mr. Examiner, I don't think it has 
been shown that this witness was in Johnstown on Friday 
night. 

Mr. Moore: My understanding is that he said that 

10303 he returned some time, that it was some time before 
midnight, that is, that it was about a six-hour drive 

and he left the east about six o'clock. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, if that is the fact I have no objection 
to the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Were you in Johnstown Friday 
night, Mr. Campbell? 

The Witness: Technically Saturday morning. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What time Saturday morning? 
The Witness: Between 12 and 1 a. m. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, did you, as soon as you got 
here, visit any of the gates of the Cambria Plant of Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company ? A. The Gautier, and the gate at the 
Lower' Cambria Plant. And nothing of major importance 
going on. I was tired, and I retired. 

10304 Q. Well, how did you find out about the strike? A. 
By reading the Philadelphia paper that carried a 

press release during the late afternoon, possibly three or 
three-thirty. 

Q. Late afternoon of Friday? A. Friday, the 11th. 

Q. Well, do you remember what the substance, of what 
the newspapers stated? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to this witness stating the substance 
of what he read in the newspaper. 

Mr. Moore: Well, it is only adduced to show the effect 
upon this man’s mind, and what he did. 

Mr. Shawe: I object, Mr. Examiner. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Let’s find out what he did, and 
then we can see how his mental state was. Let’s find out 
what he did. 

Mr. Moore: Well, it depends on the time and what he— 
let’s go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Tell us what you did, after you read 
the newspaper item. A. I went around to the different men 
that were in the conference, bid them good-bye, went to the 
room and packed up and started back to town. 

Q. Had you planned to come back to town as early 

10305 as you did? A. I did not. The banquet of the con¬ 
ference was to be held at that evening, and I had to 

pass it up, in order to get back. 

Mr. Sliawe: How is this material, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. I will let him an¬ 
swer. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, what did the newspaper item 
sav, as well as vou can remember it? 

Mr. Sliawe: I object, Mr. Examiner. I don’t think that 
it has been shown that it is necessary to show what the 
newspaper said, to show bis state of mind. Let’s find out 
what the witness said and then we will determine whether 
it is necessarv to show a state of mind. 

Mr. Moore: Well, we began at the wrong end, as I see 
it. We have now had what the witness did. I want to know 
why he did it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us briefly, you don’t have 
to tell us everything you read in the paper. 

The Witness: Why, the strike was to take place at 
eleven o’clock p. m. that night. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Is that why you came? A. Correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Xow then you say you got out, as I 
understood you, early Saturday morning. Will you 

10306 tell us what you did? 

Mr. Shawe: He has told us what he did, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer. lie told us he visited the different gates and went 
home. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He said he retired. 

The Witness: I did not. I said that I toured all of the 
gates, the Wire Mill, Lower Cambria, and Gautier. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You have told us that. 

Mr. Shawe: You have told us that. 
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The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He told us what lie did and then 
lie retired. Now let's take up from that point on. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I don’t know what your statement 
was, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He said that he retired, as I un¬ 
derstand. Tic saw some of the gates and he was tired, and 
then he retired. I recall the statement very well, because 
it was a repetition of the phrase. 

Mr. Moore: I know it, hut because he happened to re¬ 
tire one night does not mean that he stays in bed all day 
long. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, but he says early—you said 
Saturday morning. 

Mr. Moore: Saturday morning, as I understand— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

Mr. Moore: He told us about the first statement. 

10307 I am asking him later, then, or perhaps my question 
is not clear. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I thought you were repeating 
the ground. 

Mr. Shawe: That was my objection, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, from that point on. 

Mr. Moore: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Then later in the morning of Satur¬ 
day, at some time you say you retired,—now what time did 
you get up, about, after you had retired? A. Oh, just pre¬ 
vious to six o'clock. 

Q. Xow will you tell us what you did then? 

Mr. Shawe: If you did anything. 

Q. ( By Mr. Moore) In reference to the strike. A. I vis¬ 
ited the various gates of the Bethlehem Plant, the Wire 
Mill, the Lower Cambria, the Gautier and the Franklin. 

Q. And what did you see? A. I saw numerous people, 
about, but no activity. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, may we have what he saw, 
not his conclusions? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I don’t want a whole de¬ 
scription of everything the man saw. It is not that impor¬ 
tant. Go ahead. 

Mr. Moore: I don’t know, Mr. Examiner, what 

10308 you mean. Perhaps I had better stop adducing tes- 
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timony, if you are going to pass on the importance of it 
before I— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, I mean the importance of 
having every little detail described minutely. 

10309 Mr. Moore: 1 didn't ask him to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I know you didn’t, Mr. 

Moore. 

Mr. Moore: The Board's counsel objected. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am referring to the objection 
made by Board's counsel. 

Mr. Moore: Well— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 don't think the objection is 
well taken. It is not important that the man tell us every 
conceivable thing that he saw in this. I don't care what he 
ate for breakfast. Xobody cares what he ate for break¬ 
fast, things of that kind. I am not passing on the impor¬ 
tance of the testimony, at all. I am passing on the impor¬ 
tance of having the details spread out in the record about 
nothing. 

Mr. Moore: I misunderstood vou. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, just so that my position will 
be clear, I still have a right to object when I think that— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You have got a right to object 
as much as you want, and T have got a right to overrule ob¬ 
jections, too. 

Mr. Shawe: I have a right to make any objections— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You can make any objections 
you want, right, and if I think they are not any good I am 
going to overrule them. That goes for both parties. 

10310 Mr. Shawe: All right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T still don't want to have 
all the details of this man's life, everything he did. 

Mr. Shawe: Maybe not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There are some things that may 
be important to these proceedings, probably a great many 
of them aren’t. 

Mr. Moore: Can you turn back, Mr. Reporter, and tell 
us now what answer Mr. Campbell had made to the ques¬ 
tion? 

(The reporter repeated the last question and answer as 
above set forth.) 
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Q. (By Mr. Moore) Will you tell me what you mean by 
* * no activity", please? A. Activity other than you would 
find in a normal assemblage of people. 

Q. That was in the forenoon, as I understood it.' A. 
I'h—very early in the morning. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: While we are on that subject, 
I want all counsel to keep in mind that while they are en¬ 
titled to make objections, and of course they can make ob¬ 
jections when they want to, that T want them to keep in 
mind, also, that there is no point to constantly making frivo¬ 
lous objections. As you read through this record, why, 
i there are just innumerable objections made appar- 

10311 entiy by counsel for all parties, just for the purpose 
of stopping the examination. 

Now, let's have these people that— 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, I am bound to resent that 
statement. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it is so much— 

Mr. Moore: I have not made any objection at any time 
for the purpose of stopping anything except to get the 
proper evidence in this case. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tt appears that way. I want 
these witnesses to tell their stories, and want counsel to 
permit these witnesses to tell their stories. Xo man,—no 
layman can take the witness stand and try to tell a con¬ 
nected. coherent storv. when counsel are incessantlv mak- 

• 7 % 

ing objections. Some of the objections are made, and some¬ 
times they are good and sometimes they are just quibbling 
over words. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, T think I should say also 
that I have not objected to any question in this case which 
I have not felt was improper. 

10312 Mr. Moore: I don't think, Mr. Examiner, that T 
can allow you to make a charge against me of un¬ 
professional con d u et— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is not a question of unpro¬ 
fessional conduct. 

Mr. Moore: Oh, T think it is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I don't think so. I cer¬ 
tainly don't mean it that seriously. But I think that all 
counsel should refrain, at innumerable times, from making 
objections to every little question and even’ little word in 
a question. 
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Mr. Sliawe: Mr. Examiner, if you will look back—well, 
take the last few witnesses that have testified, I don’t think 
Board's counsel made over two or three objections during 
the entire testimonv. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I can show you lots of ob¬ 
jections made by the Board’s counsel that were, in my opin¬ 
ion, of no substantial merit, no possible merit. A man is 
telling something, and there are always objections and mo¬ 
tions to strike. 

Now, no one—no layman particularly can function, his 
mind is not adapted to functioning where his train of 
thought is being continually interrupted. There is no 

10313 jury here. Lot these people tell their stories. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, now, Mr. Campbell, did 
you visit any of the gates of the Cambria Plant later in the 
day, Saturday, June 12th? A. Saturday afternoon, for 
the change of the three o'clock turn, I went to the Upper 
Franklin Gate. 

Q. What did you see there? A. I saw a considerable 
number of people on the picket line. Men going to work. 
They were approached in a rather friendly spirit, ‘ * Buddy, 
don't go in”. 

“Buddy, don't go in." That was substantially the ap¬ 
proach and the sales talk. Then, as the turn changed, and 
the men came out. a similar sales talk was given to them, 
“Buddy, don't come back.” “Buddy, don't come back.” 

Q. IIow long did you stay there, about? A. Until the 
completion of the turn. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What time would that be, Mr. 
Campbell ? 

The Witness: T would place the time, oh, possibly around 
3:23, 3:25: it could have been 3:30. It is possibly five to 
ten minutes interval, in there. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, did you hear any statements 
made by the strikers as to intentions? Anything of 

10314 that sort? A. After the workman apparently 
stopped leaving the plant, there were small groups 

formed, and in walking down through the crowd, several 
of these groups were disappointed— 

Mr. Sliawe: Mr. Examiner, may we have what was said, 
please, and not the witness’ conclusions? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what was said, Mr. 
Campbell. 
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Mr. Shawe: I move to strike the last remark made by 
the witness. 

The Witness: All right, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what was said, please. 
Mr. Shawe: Well, I made a motion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That goes out, “disappointed.” 
The Witness: The statement emanating from this one 
small group was that, “We‘11 crack this thing tomorrow 
afternoon.” 

Mr. Shawe: Who said that? 

The Witness: One of the men that was on the picket 
line. 

Mr. Shawe: What is his name? 

The Witness: 1 have no way of knowing his name. 

Mr. Shawe: I move to strike, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 

10315 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Xow, did you visit any of 
' the other gates during that afternoon? A. Only in¬ 
cident to getting to and from the Franklin Gate. 

( c ). Or during the evening, Saturday evening? A. That 
is correct. I had no occasion to. 

Q. Xow. did you visit any of the gates on Sunday? A. 
Xot until Sunday afternoon. 

Q. What did you do then? A. 1 went to the Franklin— 
early—Fpper Franklin Gate, to see the fireworks there. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean by that? 
Mr. Shawe: I object to the witness’ description, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean by “fire¬ 
works”, Mr. Campbell? 

The Witness: "Recalling the statement that had been 
made the afternoon previous, that they would break this 
thing up that afternoon. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

10316 Q. (By Mr. Moore) All right, will you go ahead 
and tell us what you did, what you saw? A. Arriving 

in Franklin Boro at approximately five minutes until three, 
I parked the car on a steep hillside just off of Main Street. 
The name of it may be Locust. After parking the car I 
started down towards the gate, walking from the south side* 
of Mia in Street diagonally to the north side of Main Street. 

Q. When you say “the gate,” that is the Fpper Frank¬ 
lin Gate? A. The Upper Franklin Gate. I noticed a young 
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man, workman, coming up the walk, and as he reached the 
corner of the power house, which is approximately eighty 
feet from the gate, he was attacked by a group of anywhere 
from nine to twelve men. He was considerably pummelled. 
He was a fellow possibly five foot ten in height. He 
crouched down like a football player trying to rush the line, 
weaving in and out, to get through the crowd, and finally 
he reached the upper end of the power house. 

Out of the reach of the crowd, a uniformed officer, not a 
State policeman, took him by the arm and escorted him 
into an opening in a parking lot contiguous to the power 
house. I didn't see him any further. The fellow looked like 
a member of the McCloskey family. lie was a good, clean- 
cut chap. 1 later have had information that his name 
lo:>17 was McCloskey. 

Q. Do you know what his first name was? A. I do 

not. 

Q. Well now, will you tell us as well as you can about the 
distances? You stated, as 1 understand it, that in going 
up, you went over the bridge. A. That is, approaching 
Franklin Boro, coming up over the viaduct. 

(*>. That is,— A. Over the railroad tracks. 

t c ). And that is a bridge on what street ? A. T believe the 
name may be Locust Street. That is the street that con¬ 
tinues right straight up the steep hill that is paved with 
cobblestones. There is a traffic light at that intersection. 

Q. Well now, will you go ahead and tell us whether you 
saw anything else? A. For tin* next possible ten to fifteen 
minutes the men that were in the crowd that attacked tins 
worker, and the approach of automobiles that were coming 
out of the plant, the automobiles had to drive at a very 
slow rate of speed, possibly eight to ten miles an hour, due 
to the density of the crowd—these fellows would step on 
tiie runningboard of the automobile, reach in, poke the 
driver in the face, and if they would leave the auto- 
IO.T18 mobile, attempt to spit on them. 

Q. You say a crowd, about how many were there 
at the vicinity of the Upper Franklin Gate at that time? 
A. Conservatively, in the neighborhood of a thousand. 

O. What does that mean, as compared with what the 
street might hold? "Was the street fairly crowded? 

Mr. Shawe: What does that question mean, Mr. Exami¬ 
ner? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase tlie question. 

Mr. Moore: Well— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think the last part of your 
question is all right, but the answer may be misleading. 

The Witness: Well, I think perhaps 1 can make an an¬ 
swer that will clarify it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Tlie Witness: Starting at the corner of Main, at what 
1 believe to be Locust Street, the crowd was not overly 
dense. But as you went down towards the power house, 
the crowd began to thicken up, and the further down you 
got, it became a solid mass. So that the automobiles, on 
leaving the plant, had to fight their way up through the 
crowd. 

Q. i( By Mr. Moore) Now, you spoke of—let me get a 
little better picture—you spoke of the parking lot. Where 
is the parking lot with reference to Locust Street and Main 

; Street, as you come over the bridge? A. If I am 

1 *>M1 f) correct on Locust Street, the parking lot is at the 

: corner, and extends down to the power house. 

Q. That is— A. Facing Main Street. 

Q. On which corner, as you go towards Franklin, over 
that bridge? A. I believe that would be the northwest 
corner. 

Q. And which way would you turn? Your right-hand or 
left-hand, to go— A. As I was coming from my automo¬ 
bile ? 

Q. Yes—no, no, as you were going over the bridge? A. 
Oh, you would turn immediately right. 

Q. So that, from Locust Street, you were going down— 
A. Main Street. 

Q. —going down Main Street toward the Franklin Gate, 
you would first come to what? A. The parking lot, right 
on the corner. 

Q. And then you would come to what? A. The power 
house. 

Q. And then what is there, if anything, between the power 
house and the gate? A. There is a brick panelled wall of 
possibly eight to nine feet in height, extending from the 
power house down to the Mill Gate. I would say a distance 
of approximately eighty feet. 
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10320 Q. Can you give me any idea how long the power 
house is? What the frontage is. A. I would say the 

power house— 

Q. Just a minute. A. Fronts about 100 feet on Main 
Street. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let Mr. Moore finish that ques¬ 
tion. 

Mr. Moore: The witness correctly anticipated the ques¬ 
tion, and I think the record had better show I mean—when 
1 say “long" I mean by that what the frontage would be, 
about, on Main Street. 

The Witness: Well, approximately 100 feet. 

(>. (By Mr. Moore) And then can you give me any idea 
how wide the parking lot is: that is, the frontage on Main 
Street? A. Do you mean from the power house? 

Q. Yes. A. Up to the corner? 

( u ). Yes. A. Oh, let's say 130—140 feet. 

Q. Xow, where is the entrance to the parking lot? In 
other words, from what street would you go. to get into 
the parking lot ? A. Off of Main Street. 

Q. Well now, will you go ahead and tell us whether 

10321 you saw anything else start— A. As some of the 
automobiles started to leave the plant, they noticed 

that the cars on up the street that was working their way 
tlirough the crowd was being attacked, so they turned 
abruptly to the right and went up the street over the hill, 
leaving the Franklin section by that side street. 

Q. When you say “turned abruptly to the right" you 
mean abruptly to the right after— A. As you leave the 
gate. 

Q. Was anything said with reference to those who fol¬ 
lowed that course? 

Mr. Sliawe: By whom ? 

The Witness: By the men that were active in the at¬ 
tacking of these cars. As soon as the cars discontinued com¬ 
ine- up Main Street, they got together in huddles, like they 
had on the afternoon previous, and mention was made of 
the fact. “Well, there is a lot of automobiles that got away 
from us." they said. “well, tomorrow afternoon we will 
have men up along the hillside to stone those cars.’' 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, T have permitted a 
certain amount of this, but I assume that what you are at- 
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tempting to do here is to show this man’s activities subse¬ 
quently as they were influenced— 

10322 Mr. Moore: Right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —by. possibly, things that 

he saw. 

Mr. Moore: Right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let's assume that he lias 
knowledge of these things he saw. 

Mr. Moore: I have in mind your ruling. But this wit¬ 
ness was one of the most active, if not the most active one 
of the Executive Committee. I thought that I should show 
what lie saw, as affecting his activities, or showing the cause 
of his essential activities. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I think it would be a fair 
assumption that Mr. Campbell heard and saw—had knowl¬ 
edge in any event, of the things that have been previously 
described more or less at length by other witnesses. I don't 
think we need to go over that ground with him, just to show 
that he himself knew— 

Mr. Moore: Well— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think that could be assumed, 
for the record. 

Mr. Moore: There is, if you will go back over the rec¬ 
ord—I think that the evidence that we have adduced—I sav 
“we." the respondents—has been chiefly with reference to 
other gates, and that there lias been little—very 
10322a little evidence been put in with reference to the 
Upper Franklin Gate, except what was put in by 
counsel for the Board. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well— 

Mr. Moore: Counsel for the Board adduced some evi¬ 
dence witli reference to— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Of course we have the Taylor 
King incident? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In evidence. 

Mr. Moore: That was first brought up by the Board. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, then you had— 

Mr. Moore: Then we had a witness by the name of Ben¬ 
nett. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: My point is that these things 
that happened in Johnstown around that time, I think it 
can be fairly safely assumed that Mr. Campbell was fairly 
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familiar with them, and I don't think that we need to go 
over the details, just for the purpose of showing, as you 
have indicated that you are going to do, that he did know 
these things. 1 think that is a fair assumption. 

Mr. Shawe: Off the record, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: OlT the record. 


(Thereupon a discussion was held off the record.) 

10323 Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Campbell undoubtedly will try to 
do it. I sympathize with any witness. It is pretty hard to 
examine, and lawyers keep that in mind. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it is difficult, a man tells 
a story of what occurred some time ago. He has certain 
opinions about it, obviously, and he remembers certain facts 
about it, and it is difficult, of course, for a witness to keep 
always saying, “Xow this is an opinion, and I shan't men¬ 
tion that, and then this is a fact, and I will mention it.” 
There comes a time when the two of them begin to overlap, 
hut as much as possible, Mr. Campbell, keep in mind that 
what we would primarily like to have you tell us about are 
the facts rather than the conclusions that vou drew from 
the facts. Do I make myself clear? 

The Witness: I will trv to behave. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I think you have kept that 
in mind pretty well, so far. 

Mi-. Moore: Mr. Examiner, there is one other incident 
I did want this witness to describe. It had not been de¬ 
scribed by witnesses called by the Board, and I would like 
to have the— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, my only point is this, Mr. 
Moore: one or two more instances of the various 

10324 things that went on aren't going to make any par¬ 
ticular difference. 

Mr. Moore: I don’t— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If it is of vital importance, only 
please keep it in inind that I do not want this testimony re¬ 
plete with more details about all of the various acts of vio¬ 
lence and things that went on. 

Mr. Moore: I have in mind your ruling, and T want to 
respect it, but I did want to get in— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Oil, if there is some particular 
thing that might have a vital influence on this man, it might 
he relevant. I don't know— 

0. (By Mr. Moore) Well then, will you go ahead, please, 
and tell us particularly about the one man you saw coming 
out of the plant to whom the Trial Examiner has referred? 
A. I had worked, my way down to approximately the gate 
entrance, possibly fifteen feet away, and in the mill yard T 
saw a man about 100 feet hack from the gate, with a din¬ 


ner-pail. He was a colored man. 

Q. About what time was that? A. Oh, 3:20, 3:25. 

1 Q. Yes? A. The fellow would take a few steps, 
10325 and lie would look out, hesitate, and for a moment I 
thought he was going to turn around and go back into 
the plant. There were no other workmen near him. Fi¬ 
nally he emerged from the gate, carrying an oval dinner- 
pail. As he emerged from the gate, he was attacked. He 
swung his dinner-pail to defend himself. He was knocked 
down; He got up and wa-- knocked down a second time. At 
that point there were several colored people that were sit¬ 
ting on the porch of a house across the street that parallels 
the plant, extending up the hillside. 

They rushed down to protect this man, and the thing got 
into a very serious condition, it was a free-for-all. Missiles 
of various typos were being hurled back and forth. It was 
impossible to determine who was throwing them, or who 
they were thrown at. 

On two occasions I had to jump, in order to keep away 
from bricks, myself. 

There were several uniformed policemen there, but there 
no attempt on the part of the uniformed policemen to ren¬ 
der protection. 


Mr. : Shawe: Mr. Examiner, the last statement of the 
witness I think is a conclusion and should go out. 

The "Witness: "Well, the man was not protected by the 
uniformed police. 


Mr. Moore: Well. Mr. Examiner, it seems to me— 
1032b Trial Examiner Bloom : It may stand. 

Mr. Moore: Off the record? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 


(Thereupon a discussion was held off the record.) 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

(Thereupon two documents were marked as Respondents' 
Exhibits 128 and 129 for Identification.) 

Q- (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Campbell, I hand you Respon¬ 
dents' Exhibit 128 for Identification, which is a photograph, 
and ask you if you will tell me at about where that photo¬ 
graph was taken? I mean by that, it is a picture of what 
place, and at about what time, on what day? A. This photo¬ 
graph was taken on the afternoon of June 13th, Sunday; 
taken at approximately 3:25. Taken at about—oh, fifteen 
feet from the Franklin Gate. 

Q. The Upper Franklin Gate? A. From the Upper 
Franklin Gate. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He took it? 

The Witness: I can't say who took the picture. I am 
on the picture. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) You are in the picture? A. Yes, at 
the upper left. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see where you are. With the 
Panama hat. 

The Witness: That is right. 

10327 Mr. Shawe: May I see it, please? 

Mr. Moore: Surely. 

Mr. Shawe: Where is he? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He is standing in the upper left, 
with the Panama hat and white shirt showing, is that right ? 

The Witness: That is me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo cigar in his mouth. 

The Witness: Didn't have time. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, I offer in evidence Respon¬ 
dents' Exhibit 128 for Identification, as Respondents' Ex¬ 
hibit 128. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I think the exhibit is objec¬ 
tionable on the ground that it only gives one version, or 
gives a picture of only the incident at one particular time. 
Other witnesses have testified, I believe, that this incident 
lasted for several minutes at least. This particular pic¬ 
ture, taken at one particular time, does not relate the inci¬ 
dent at all. 

Mr. Moore: Well— 

Mr. Shawe: It is objectionable on that basis. 



5172 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


MrJ Moore: What counsel for the Board is calling for, 
apparently, is a motion picture of the entire afternoon. Un¬ 
fortunately, we do not have that. I wish we did. 

10328 1 Mr. Shawe: Well, that is the onlv wav that vou 

• • • 

i could really show what took place, Mr. Examiner. 
Vou get a distorted picture of the whole situation, by intro¬ 
ducing one photograph of the incident at a particular time. 
Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner—Mr. Shawe's objec¬ 


tion means this: 


that ?dr. Campbell's testimony on the wit¬ 


ness stand is improper and not admissible because it does 


not give an account of his entire life. 


Mr. Shawe: Xo. not at all. Mr. Examiner. 


Trial Examiner Bloom: 


Again I remark, there are shad¬ 


ings. 

Mi*. Moore: This is a picture of the scene at Upper 
Franklin Gate at a particular time, as far as the witness 
can determine it. 

Mr. Shawe: It happens to be a scene at a particular time 
when some—I presume some newspaperman took it. Or 
whoever took it. I don't know. 

Mr. Moore: Of course, the objection only goes to the 
weight of the evidence, anyway. I have one other picture 
—another scene. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, do you know anything 
more about this picture than you have told us? At what 
stage 1 of the fracas, if that is the—supposed to be— 

The Witness: This would be the major episode three. 
Episode two and one took place over against the mill 
1 {).‘>29 fence, just to the right of the gate. Then they got 
out into the middle of the street, here, that would be 
major episode three. Then the scene shifted over to the 
curb on the right, here, which would be major episode four. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, who is the cast of charac¬ 
ters here, since we arc talking in theatrical terms? 

The Witness: The only one that I would be able to name 
is possibly the man King. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Who is he? 

The Witness: The colored man that was coming out of 
the plant. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, there are two of them, as 
I see them there. 

The Witness: Well, the fellow with the object in his 
hand, I don’t know his name. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Was be standing—is King 
standing, or wliat? 

The Witness: In tins picture I think King is standing, 
and in the other two pictures— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Which one is King? Point him 
out to me, will you? 

The Witness: This is very illegible, here. I believe this 
is King here (indicating). 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now the record may show that 
the witness is indicating the second—the two colored 

10330 men, and the one to the right, the one not with the 
part in the middle of his hair, as being King. The 

baldheaded man is King, is that right ? 

The Witness: King has a moustache, but it is so dark 
there, that 1 can’t tell whether that man has a moustache 
or not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Well, we don’t wear moustaches 
on top of our head. Tie looks slightly bald. 

The Witness: That is right. King is a man of about 55 
years of age. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, what is he doing in this 
picture, can you tell? Is that a gun he has in his hand? Or 
what ? I can’t tell. 

The Witness: I think that is a blackjack. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that is not King. 

The Witness: Xo, this is not King with the white shirt 
on. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: King is the man standing to 
the right? 

The Witness: I think King is the man standing to the 
right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Can you tell what he has in his 
hand ? 

The Witness: I don't think King has anything in his 
hand. 

10331 Mr. Moore: I think, Mr. Examiner, perhaps in 
view of the objection made by counsel for the Board, 

that I might have identified and offered at the same time, 
in evidence, or successively, to put in together— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, all right. Let’s put them 
both in. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, may I see the last one, Mr. Exami¬ 
ner? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Moore: Let's just 1 .vc it identified. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This is the one on episode four, 
is it ? 

The Witness: This is where the scene shifts to the ex¬ 
treme left of the scene. 

Mr. Moore: If I may ask. then— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Left, or right? 

The Witness: Well, from where I am standing,—you 
see, I am standing down at the wall, here (indicating). 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But as we look at it, it would 
he the right. 

The Witness: It would be to your right, yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see. 

Mr. Moore: May I ask this question, please, Mr. Exami¬ 
ner ? 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) The second picture that I have 
'shown you, which is Respondents' Exhibit 129 for 
10322 'Identification, was taken, as I understand it, shortly 
'after Respondents’ Exhibit 128 for Identification, is 
that right ? A. That is right. 

Q. And are you also in the picture, which is marked Re¬ 
spondents' Exhibit 129 for Identification? A. I will have 
to look at the picture again. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He is in there. I saw him. He 
is over at the left-hand. 

The Witness: Xo. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As you look at the picture, you 
are towards the left. 

The Witness: Well not a relatively same position— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: —that I am here (indicating). 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I must object to Respon¬ 
dents'’ Exhibit 129 for Identification on the same ground 
that I objected to Respondents’ Exhibit 128 for Identifi¬ 
cation. I know it does not relate one of the main scenes 
that took place that afternoon, because I have seen other 
photographs of Taylor King coming out of the plant with a 
gun, as Officer Buchan testified. 

Trhd Examiner Bloom: Well, this one picture does 
show a gun. I will let them both in evidence, and get 
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10333 


them over with; 128 and 129 are 
spondents* Exhilris 12S and 129. 


admitted as Re- 


(Thereupon tlie documents previously marked Respon¬ 
dents* Exhibit 128 and 129 for Identification were marked 
Respondents* Exhibits 128 and 129 in evidence.) 


Trial Examiner Bloom: Let's take a brief recess. 


(Thereupon a short recess was taken, after which the fol¬ 
lowing proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. Go ahead. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, you made a statement before 
recess which I think is on the record, to the effect that the 
man who had been pointed out as Taylor King had a gun in 
his hand. I think that is a mistake. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let's see. 

Mr. Moore: It looks to me as if the man in the white 
shirt next to him had his band below the arm. and that is 
the hand, if that is the so-called Taylor Kimr—held out to 
the right. You can see the little finger, 1 think, and also 
the thumb. 

(Consultation held at the window.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The record may show that I 
have examined the picture, Respondents’ Exhibit 128, in 
the light, and what I thought was a gun in the hand of 
Taylor King appears, on closer examination, to be a thumb 
and four lingers, commonly known as a hand. All 
10334 right, Mr. Moore, go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) So as to complete that day, 
Sunday, June 13th, where did you go from the Upper Frank¬ 
lin Gate? A. I returned to my automobile and then re¬ 
turned to my office. 

Q. Well now, referring to Monday, will you tell me what 
you did or saw with reference to the strike that day? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, Mr. Moore, did you 
say Monday or Sunday? 

Mr. Moore: Monday, no. Monday, June 14th. 

The Witness: Shortly after six o'clock I went to the 
Wire Mill Gate. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, just a moment, Mr. Campbell. 
If this had reference to anything that you might call vio¬ 
lence, perhaps we had better not tell that, in the light of 
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what the Examiner has said, that he does not think— A. 
Well, pass that, then. 

Q. Did that have—were you about to testify— A. Yes. 

Q. Well, pass over that if you will, please, and tell us 
anything else that happened during that day that didn’t 
pertain to any violence, that you might have seen? A. 

Nothing in connection with the strike, up until noon. 
10335 Q. Then will you tell us—take it from that point 
on. A. At noon I received a telephone call from 
Reverend John H. Stanton. He was considerably disturbed 
over the situation as it had developed in the community. 

Q. When you say that, do you mean that he said in sub¬ 
stance— A. He stated— 

Q. Yes? A. —he said that he was concerned. That he 
had seen sufficient to know that the normal pursuit of the 
workmen was being interfered with. 

I related to him what I had seen on Sunday afternoon at 
tlie Upper Franklin Gate. After he suggested about a 
meeting of citizens to be called, I agreed to assist in arrang¬ 
ing a meeting of that character. 

Q. Was anything said as to what the meeting was to do 
or why there was to be a meeting? A. W~e didn’t know 
what to do. That was the reason for the meeting. 

Q. Well, did lie say anything as to why lie thought there 
should be a meeting? A. Other than to discuss the whole 
situation. 

10330 Q. And did he refer to any similar meetings that 
had been held at any other time? A. He did not. 

Q. Was there any discussion or statement over the tele¬ 
phone as to when and where the meeting would be held? 
A. 7:30 at the Elks Home, Locust Street. 

Q. Did he say that to you? A. He did. 

Q. Now, did you attend that meeting? A. I did. 

Q. Tell us briefly what happened at the meeting, describe 
for us briefly what the meeting was? A. The meeting was 
organized, Francis C. Martin was elected as chairman of 
the Citizens’ Committee, having been given blanket author¬ 
ity to develop procedure as needed. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean he was given that 
authority in the meeting? 

The Witness: At the meeting, there were various people 
spoke. 
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Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, in tlie first place, about how 
many people were there at the meeting? A. A little 

10337 in excess of seven. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, Mr. Moore, I 
think it might be well if you would have the witness develop 
in what manner Mr. Martin was given this blanket author¬ 
ity. 

Mr. Moore: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Campbell, will you tell us some¬ 
what in detail about the organization, how Mr. Martin was 
given the authority; what lie was authorized to do and 
so on? A. Upon motion and action from the floor. 

Q. And in substance, what was the motion? A. The mo¬ 
tion was general authority, inasmuch as nobody knew what 
subsequent action would be required, because they did not 
know what the future had in store. 

Q. Was anything said at that time about any commit¬ 
tees? A. During the meeting there was one committee es¬ 
tablished. 

Q. What was that? A. That was the committee, as a 
part of the creation, was assigned a specific job, and that 
job was to interview David Watkins, the reported leader of 
the S. W. 0. C. in the Johnstown District; convey to him 
that the citizens assembled at the Elks Home on Mondav 

«r 

evening was holding him responsible for the violence that 
had taken place and would take place. 

10338 Q. That is, you mean by that, would hold him re¬ 
sponsible for any violence that might take place in 

the future? A. That is correct, as long as he was in charge, 
of course. 

Q. I understand you, that the members of that commit¬ 
tee were appointed immediately— A. During that meet¬ 
ing, yes, sir. 

Q. And appointed by whom? A. By the chairman, Mr. 
Martin. 

Q. Will you tell me the names of the persons who were 
appointed to that committee? A. D. P. Weimer, E. F. 
McGinlev, A. M. Custer, Rabbi Granowitz and Reverend 
Nicelv. 

Q. Well, now, do you remember whether or not there was 
anything said at the meeting about any other committee? 
A. There was no other committee. 
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Q. Well, there was no other committee, you mean by that, 
no other committee was appointed at the meeting? Was 
anv autlioritv— 

• to 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tie shook his head negatively 
there 1 . If you had answered, would you have said “no”? 

The Witness: That's right. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Was anything said with ref- 

10339 erence to vesting authority in the chairman to ap¬ 
point any other committee? A. The general au¬ 
thority was inclusive for him to do anything it was neces¬ 
sary if or him to do to carry on the work and the welfare of 
the community. 

to 

Q. Now, will you tell us who spoke, as you remember, Mr. 
Campbell? A. Well, there was various individuals spoke, 
there was only three phases of this thing that was of inter¬ 
est to me. I was in and out of the meeting, answering the 
telephone. The thing that was I was extremely interested 
in was information relative to the position of the S. W. 0. C. 
The second thing I was interested in was what the City 
Administration was going to do as their part, and the third 
tiling 1 was interested in was what is Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany going to do? 

Xow, the other talks there were absolutely beside the 
point as far as I was concerned, because it was just like a 
man ithat had been up in the trenches and had come back 
home to have the home guard tell him what had been going 
on in the trenches. I didn't need that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean by that, Mr. 
Campbell, I don't quite understand you. 

The Witness: During the action, seeing it first-hand and 
having part of it actually happen to you, it wasn’t 

10340 hearsay, certainly carried a deeper impression than 
i to listen to another man repeat his experience. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I see, I didn't know quite 
what you were referring to. 

Q. 1 (By Mr. Moore) Can you tell me who were present 
at the meeting? A. I believe I can, I have a copy of the 
original list of names that was appended to several sheets 
of stationery of the Elks Club. 

Q. You have spoken about some sheets that were signed, 
as T understand it, what was done with reference to them? 
A. Towards the end of the meeting, Mr. Martin suggested 
that it would be well to have a registration of the people in 
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attendance that wouldn’t support the Citizens’ Committee, 
having gone there as a citizen. I had no secretarial equip¬ 
ment. I called upon the steward of the Elks Home for sta¬ 
tionery and he brought down some of the Elks stationery 
and that stationery was used to pass through the rows simi¬ 
lar to the crowd sitting here, and the people individually 
signed their names. 

Q. Now, did you— 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Reporter, will you go back to the be¬ 
ginning of that answer, I am not sure that I fully under¬ 
stood it. 

10341 (The reporter repeated the last answer as above 
set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) "When you stated that you had gone 
to the meeting as a citizen without any secretarial equip¬ 
ment, what do you mean by that: how do you tie that into 
anything that has gone before or went after? A. A person 
can be enjoying a dual personality. 

Q. No, I did not make myself clear; why should you take 
it upon yourself to have those present sign on any paper? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the form of that question, Mr. 
Examiner, I believe it is a little premature, I don’t think it 
has been shown that this particular witness took it upon 
himself to see that people signed. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 

The Witness: Well, that is— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment, will you read 
the question? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a minute, I will sustain 
the objection. 

Mr. Moore: I don’t understand the objection and I don’t 
understand the ruling. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think it is clear. The objec¬ 
tion is sustained to the form of that question. 

10342 Mr. Moore: Well, I was trying to avoid— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Have him tell us what 

happened in connection with the signing of the paper and I 
think— 
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Mr. Moore: But the record shows here that he did not 
have any secretarial equipment and I am wondering why 
he should say that he didn’t have any secretarial equip¬ 
ment. I will ask him that if you will let me ask a leading 
question. 

Mr. Shawe: I don’t think that is material. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Whv not let him tell us what 
he did in connection with the procuring of the signatures, 
whatever he did. 

Mr. Moore: I have asked him a question why he took 
it upon himself to do it, and you have refused to allow niv 
question to be asked. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is nothing pending. 

Q.l (By Mr. Moore) Well, were any officers of the Citi¬ 
zens* Committee other than Mr. Martin appointed at that 
meeting? A. During the meeting Mr. Martin called me 
from the audience and asked me to become secretary of 
the Citizens’ Committee. 

Q.i Well, now, then, go ahead. A. And at his instruc¬ 
tions I procured the paper from the steward of the Elks 
Home. 

Mr. Shawe: Let’s see what he told vou. 

%> 

10343 Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what he said, 
please. 

The Witness: To have the names of the people there 
registered that were going to support the Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) In other words, he called upon you 
as secretary of the meeting? A. That’s correct. 

Q. To do that? A. Yes. 

Q.l Well, now, what did you do? A. Obtained paper from 
the steward of the Elks Home and passed the papers in to 
the rows permitting the people to sign or not to sign. 

Q. After the people present who wished to sign, as far 
as you could observe, had signed, what did you do to the 
papers they had signed? A. The papers were assembled 
and I took them along with me. 

Q. Did all of the people who were at the meeting sign, in 
so far as you know? A. They did not. 

Q. Do you know any one who was at the meeting who did 
not sign? A. I do. 

Q. Will you tell me the person or persons? A. 

10344 Myself, Francis Martin— 
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Q. Anyone else? A. Mr. Evans, Mayor Shields. 

Q. Sidney D. Evans? A. Sidney D. Evans. Emile Bolila. 

Q. How do you spell that name, please? A. I believe 
B-o-h-l-a, I am not sure of the spelling of that name, it ap¬ 
pears at an earlier date in your testimony. Father Wolo- 
sliuk had testified that he had brought him along to the 
meeting. 

Mr. Moore: May we have it understood that the name 
will be looked up and put in correctly? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I have it right here. 

Mr. Broun: It is B-o-l-h-a. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you have it? 

Mr. Broun: Page 1068. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: B-o-1— 

Mr. Broun: B-o-l-h-a. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T think that was spelled at that 
time, that’s right, B-o-l-h-a. 

Mr. Broun: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, you collected the papers, these 
sheets of papers on which the names had been signed: what 
did you do with the men? A. I took them along with 
me. 

10345 Mr. Moore: Will you read the answer, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Moore: Thank vou. 

* 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Where are those sheets now, in so 
far as you know? A. To the best of my knowledge, they 
should be in the hands of the Civil Liberties Committee of 
the United States Senate. 

Q. Why do you say that? A. There seems to be a trans¬ 
mittal— 

Q. Xo, why do you say that? A. I delivered them to 
them. 

Q. In response to a subpoena? A. That’s correct, No¬ 
vember 19 th. 

Q. 1937? A. Correct. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, I want to have the names of 
those who signed, because those who were present we have 
no way of knowing, as I understand, except as Mr. Camp¬ 
bell has given the names of some who did not sign. It may 
be that counsel for the Board has secured the list that was 
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filed with the Committee. If so, I would like to have it and 
put it in evidence. 

10346 Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I would like to state 
for the record that this is the first time that I have 

ever heard that they were turned over to the Senate Com¬ 
mittee, and I have never seen the list of names to which 
Mr. Moore refers. 

Mr. Moore: Now, you say— 

Q. i (By Mr. Moore) Did you say that you have a copy of 
the list ? A. I do have. 

Q. Will you let me have it please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Of course, Mr. Moore, I imagine 
that if you would request the Chairman of the Civil Liber¬ 
ties Committee that you referred to for that list, I would 
imagine that they would furnish it to you if you explained 
the purpose to them. 

Mr. Moore: Well, that may be true, I don’t know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I assume from that that you 
haven't made such a request. 

Mr. Moore: No. I have not made this specific request, 
but I have made other requests that have not been complied 
with and I am not complaining about the committee, I think 
that is probably all right, but—it is a part of the files of the 
Committee, and T should think that I might expect to have 
the committee say that, “We have it for ourselves 

10347 and we don't want to leave it out of our possession.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I am prompted to 
say that by the fact that you did introduce in evidence one 
document that I understood the committee had possession 
of, and then forwarded a copy back here at the request of, I 
tliink it was, the Reverend Stanton, a telegram that we dis¬ 
cussed yesterday. 

Mr. Moore: No, the telegraph company got that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The telegraph company? 

Mr. Moore: The telegraph company, pursuant to its 
right— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see. 

ME Moore: And I think I further should say that I have 
not known, I don't think I knew until last night or yester¬ 
day, that Mr. Campbell did not have the original papers. In 
fact, I did not know until, I think Mr. Martin testified yes¬ 
terday, how the matter was handled and that the papers 
wereigiven to Mr. Campbell. I don’t remember knowing it 
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before that time, but may it not satisfy all requirements if 
we have this list taken into tlie record? 

It is short, Mr. Campbell says this has been made from 
the list that was sent down. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When did you make this list, 
Mr. Campbell? 

10348 The Witness: Just previous to taking the origi¬ 
nal to Washington. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When did vou take the original 
to Washington? 

The Witness: November 19, 1937. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean bv that, that vou 
made a copy of the list which you delivered? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was it on one sheet of paper? 

The Witness: Xo, there were several sheets because it 
was started in at the different rows. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I think that— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did the paper have anything 
else on it than appears here ? 

The Witness: Other than the letterhead of the Elks 
Club. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Anything else at all? 

The Witness: It did not. 

Mr. Shawe: I think that we should compare the copy 
with the original document, not that I doubt Mr. Campbell's 
word, but I think for the sake of accurate— 

Mr. Moore: I think you have compared it, you compared 
this and know it is accurate, Mr. Campbell? 

The Witness: To the best of my ability. 

Mr. Shawe: There has been no showing here that 

10349 any effort has been made to get the copy from the 
committee, therefore I object to its admission. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let's see, what did I do with a 
similar document in Allentown? The witness, Moses, who 
testified— 

Mr. Shawe: You reserved ruling. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —that he prepared a document. 
Didn't T admit that document? 

Mr. Shawe: Xo, sir, you reserved ruling, as I recall. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You are sure of that? 

Mr. Shawe: I am positive. 
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Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, all I want is a correct list, 
might it not be satisfactory to admit this subject to check¬ 
ing? If it is not found to be correct, it can be corrected. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it is a question of who is 
goingto do the checking and how it is going to be done. 

MrJ Moore: I am willing to have anybody do it. You do 
it yourself when you are in Washington or I will send a 
messenger. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I have better things to do 
than that. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, you will recall with 
10350i reference to the exhibit I tried to introduce the wit¬ 
ness Moses, he also had a copy of a document which 
lie had turned over to someone and he stated that he had 
also prepared it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am sure I admitted that. 

Mr. 1 Moore: Is there any objection to having these names 
in the record? I can’t see it, I don't know, it is very per¬ 
tinent to our case. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Frankly, I think this document 
has been qualified to the same extent that the other one had 
and I was under the impression that I admitted that. 

Mr. Bose: You reserved ruling. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are vou sure of that? 

Mr. Shawe: I am sure of it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will admit this one: if you will 
give me the number of the other one, I will admit that. 

Mr. Moore: Is it worth while to keep that out, or 
wouldn't it be better to have the names copied in? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, there is no point to copying 
in, why not put the document in? What is the number? 

MrJ Reporter: Respondents’ Exhibit 130. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Respondents’ Exhibit 130. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, I would be glad to get the num- 
10351 her of the Moses exhibit and call it to vour attention. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I wish you would, I was 

sure— 

Mr. Shawe: It is the same type of evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I was sure I admitted it. Do 
you remember that, Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: I don’t. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you will recall the document 
number to me— 
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Mr. Sliawe: I will give it to you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I was thinking of it in terms 
of the qualification. 

Mr. Sliawe: May I see the exhibit, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The reporter is marking it. 

Mr. Sliawe: Well, may I have the opportunity of asking 
the witness some questions with reference to this? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean as to the prepara¬ 
tion of it? 

Mr. Sliawe: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, if you want to. I will re¬ 
voke the ruling, then. T thought you had made your objec¬ 
tions. 

Mr. Sliawe: Xo, I had not had a chance. Shall I refer 
to this as Respondents’ Exhibit 130 for Identification? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, Mr. Moore, I may 

10352 say in response to one of those statements you made 
that I might look it up in Washington, I don't know 

why the committee would permit me to examine their files 
any more than they would you— 

Mr. Moore: This is strictly of all records, both of you. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

(Voir Dire on Respondents’ Exhibit 130 for Identifica¬ 
tion) 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) I low many sheets of paper did you 
secure from the steward at the Elks Home to which people 
signed their names? A. I don't know. 

Mr. Moore: It doesn’t seem to me that is of any impor¬ 
tance, how many sheets he secured. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) How many sheets of paper were 
names signed on? A. Possibly four or five. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that the number that you 
passed out? 

10353 The Witness: That is correct. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you pass out the sheets 
vourself ? A. I did. 

Q. Did any one else help you pass out the sheets? 

Mr. Moore: Just what do you mean by passing out? 
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The Witness: In this way, to he technical, yes, because I 
gave it to the man on the end and as soon as he signed, he 
handed it to the next man. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) That is what I mean. A. When it 
went to the other end of the line I went and picked them up. 

Q. Then you didn't see every one sign their names? A. 
Literally, yes, and technically, no. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, will you tell us what 
that means? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What do you mean by literally and 
technically? A. You could see them writing or going 
through some motion, but I certainly could not see back in 
the row behind as to whether they were actually putting 
their names on. These names appeared on the list and 
they were in separate handwritings. 

Q. Did you see every one who signed the list writing their 
name to the list? 

10354 Mr. Moore: Tie has answered that. 

The Witness: T wouldn't like to answer that. 
Mr. Moore: He has answered it, I thought. 

The 1 Witness: I wouldn't like to answer that. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, would you say— A. I be¬ 
lieve— 

Q. Well, did vou— A. To the best of mv knowledge thev 
did. 

Q. But did you see them sign their names, that is my 

question? A. As I saw the paper passing from row to 

row, 1 saw them in the act of moving their hand as if thev 

• 

were attaching their names. 

Q. What do you mean— A. But I was not close enough— 
Q. Did you see each and every one that signed their 
names going through the motions of writing their names? 
A. I did not see sixty-six people sign simultaneously sign¬ 
ing their names. I think at some point or other I saw each 
of th<^ sixty-six performing some operation incident to the 
signing of their name, which is humanly impossible to do 
other than that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We**e all of the papers in proc¬ 
ess of being passed at the same time? 

The Witness: That's correct. 

10355 Q. (Bv Mr. Shawe) Xow, how many pieces of 
paper did you hand out for people to sign their 

names to? 
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Mr. Moore: He lias answered that. 

The Witness: The same as I collected, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You collected all of the papers that 
you handed out ? A. Oh, yes. 

Q. Were there any names ever subsequently stricken 
from the list ? A. Never any request of anybody to have 
their names stricken. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, that is not the question, the 
question is, were any names stricken? 

The Witness: They never were. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did any one start to write their 
name and scratch it out ? A. I believe not. 

Q. Were the— A. There is one name here that appears 
without a surname. 

Mr. Moore: Without a given name. 

The Witness: Without a given name, that would be the 
nearest thing to what you are talking about. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What name is that? A. The 
10356 name of Walters. 

Q. Where do vou see that? A. About half-wav 
down the right-hand column (pointing). 

Q. Were the signatures signed in ink or pencil, or both? 
A. Both. 

Q. Were there any names erased after they were signed? 
A. They were not. 

Q. Do you know that for a fact? A. There is no evi¬ 
dence of any erasure, that is, before the papers left my 
possession. 

Mr. Moore: You mean by that, up to the time they left 
your possession ? 

The Witness: I can’t be responsible after I turned them 
over to somebody else. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You said before they left, I mean, 
up to the time they left your possession there was no evi¬ 
dence of any erasures? A. That is correct. 

Q. Mr. Campbell, did you gather the four pieces of paper 
to which names were signed at that meeting? A. What did 
you say, full pieces of paper, what do you mean by that? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Four. 

Mr. Shawe: Four. 

The Witness: I'd say four or five. 
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10357 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Four or five? A. That’s 
right. 

Q. Did you gather them yourself? A. Yes. 

Q. What did you do with them after you gathered them? 
A. Folded them up and put them in my pocket. 

Q. Now, Mr. Campbell, as the names appear on Respon¬ 
dents' Exhibit for Identification 130, is that identical with 
tlie way they were signed in rotation and initials and sur¬ 
names? A. You will have to qualify that because they 
were on separate sheets of paper, now, whether this is sheet 
one or whether the sheet—or whether it is sheet Xo. 2, I 
would not want to say that, sir, but as I leaf the sheets over, 
certainly it is in the proper sequence, this is an accumula¬ 
tion of sheets that appeared on the several sheets of paper. 

Q. Xow, the way the name H. C. Tilly appears here, is 
that the way the name was signed on the piece of paper? 
A. That's the way the name was signed on the paper. 

q>. In other words, if a man used his first initial you have 
his first initial here, is that correct? A. Right. 

! Q. If the man using, if he used his complete first 

10358 name, you write his name? A. That's correct. 

! Q. How many names were on the four or five 
sheets of paper ? A. Sixty-six, I believe. 

Q. And how many names were on Respondents’ Exhibit 
130 for Identification? A. I think sixtv-six. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I have not counted them, but I sup¬ 
pose the question is this: Is the number of names that ap¬ 
pear on that list the same as the aggregate of the number 
of names that appeared on each of the four or five.? 

The Witness: That's right. 

Mr. Moore: The point is whether it is sixty-six or sixty- 
five or sixtv-seven, it doesn't make any difference. 

Mr. Shawe: All right. 

Mr. Moore: If they were both the same. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Was there— 

Mr.!Moore: Of course, Mr. Examiner, I will be glad if 
I can, I have not tried, if the Board counsel want me to call 
those people as witnesses and ask them if they signed, I 
would he glad to have them go in tandem here. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wait until I reject the docu¬ 
ment, please. What I said about five hundred pages 

10359 of testimony the other day I meant. 

Mr. Shawe: Xo further questions at this time. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Objection overruled. The docu¬ 
ment will be received as Respondents’ Exhibit 130. 

(Thereupon, the document above referred to was marked 
as Respondents’ Exhibit 130, in evidence.) 

Mr. Shawe: Let me see that again. 

Mr. Moore: If you want photostatic copies of that made, 
I would be glad to do it during lunch time and have them 
furnished to you. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, there is one other question I 
would like to ask, if I may. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I notice at the top of Respondents’ 
Exhibit 130 in evidence, the statement, “List of those who 
signed at meeting at Elks Club on Monday evening, June 
14, 1930." Does that statement appear— A. Is that 30 
or 37? 

Q. 37. 

Mr. Moore: Just a moment, he has answered that ques¬ 
tion, he said that there was nothing except the names, that, 
of course, must be, the statement that he put on there him¬ 
self for identification was, it is just— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let's find out. 

Mr. Shawe: That is my point. 

The Witness: I don’t understand, Mr. Shawe, 
10360 when you make a list of names you have certainly 
got to have something to earmark it, so at a later 
date you don't misconstrue it with some other list of names. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Campbell, that is enlighten¬ 
ing, but just tell us whether that statement— 

The Witness: That did not appear on the originals. 

Mr. Shawe: The originals were not earmarked, is that 
correct ? 

The Witness: That is correct. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) But this is earmarked? A. That is 
so it wouldn’t be confused with any subsequent list of 
names that may be along with it. 

Mr. Moore: Well, he made the statement, as I under¬ 
stand it, that the names were written on the letterhead of 
the Elks Club so that here was something on the sheet of 
paper. 

Xow, I understand that before he let these sheets of 
paper go out of his hands, he prepared this list so as to 
identify it, is that correct? 
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Tlio 'Witness: Tliat is correct. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, other than the letterhead of 
the Elks Home, was there any other writing? A. There was 
not. 

Q. With the exception of the signatures ? A. There 

10361 was not. 

Mr. Moore: Did you want me to have copies of 
that made for you? 

Mr. Shawe: Please. Well, Mr. "Moore, may we have it 
a minute? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Direct Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, Mr. Campbell, we were in the 
midst of the meeting? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You have told us that one committee had been ap¬ 
pointed? A. Yes. 

Q. By the way, was that committee given any name? A. 
It was given a name. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us the name. 

The Witness: Of Publicity, but the name certainly— 

Mr. Shawe: Xow, that is not responsive. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was the name given? 

The Witness: Publicity Committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, do I understand you that the 
motion which was seconded and carried, that that was the 
procedure, appointing, or to the effect that the Chair 

10362 should appoint— 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, can’t we have the mo¬ 
tion, if I may break in, please, I don’t think it is proper 
for Mr. Moore to state what the motion is, I think the wit¬ 
ness should tell us. 

The Witness: The motion— 

Mr. Moore: I thought the record showed it, but never¬ 
theless we will have it. 

The Witness: The motion was that the sense of the 
meeting of June 14tli held at the Elks Club should be car¬ 
ried by this committee to Mr. Watkins, the reputed head 
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of, the Johnstown head of the S. W. 0. C., and that the 
committee was to be called the Publicity Committee. 

Mr. Shawe: Who said that? 

The Witness: The maker of the motion. 

Mr. Shawe: Who made the motion? 

The Witness: It could have been A. M. Custer. 

Mr. Moore: Well, do you think— 

Mr. Shawe: Was it A. M. Custer? 

The Witness: I believe it was, I may be wrong on that. 
Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, on that list— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Respondents’ Exhibit 130? 

Mr. Moore: Respondents' Exhibit 130, yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) You referred to the name of 

10363 Walters; do you know whether or not a man by the 
name of Walters was present at the meeting? A. I 

can’t say definitely. 

Q. There are men of that name in Johnstown? A. Many. 
Q. Do you know whether any men of that name were ac¬ 
tive at any time in the affairs of the Citizens' Committee, or 
any man of that name? A. Not at the point I was at, where 
I was active. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was that answer ? 

The Witness: Xot at the point where I was active, in 
other words, I had no first-hand knowledge of them being 
active. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I see. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do you know whether any one by 
the name of Walters attended any other meetings of the 
Citizens’ Committee? A. I do not, I may explain the rea¬ 
son I say that, Mr. Moore, after the “We Protest" ad. had 
been published, there was a local structure put together com¬ 
parable to a Community Chest campaign organization to 
make a solicitation in the Johnstown District. Now, I did 
not have time and did not visit those meetings, so I can't 
say whether this man may have attended one of those meet¬ 
ings or not. 

10364 Q. Well, now, referring again to the meeting, you 
have the meeting organized with yourself as secretary 

and Mr. Martin as chairman and with authority to appoint 
committees, as you stated? A. A general authority to meet 
the conditions. 

Q. And you also stated the particular points in which you 
were especially interested. Now, will you tell me how those 
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pointy were covered at the meeting, if they were covered? 
A. Well, there is really four points that was involved. The 
first point, I had first-hand information on it that there 
actually was violence existing. 

The second point that concerned me was what attitude 
the S. W. 0. C. was going to take in controlling violence. 
The third point— 

Q. Xow, let’s take that second point, now, how was that 
covered at the meeting, if it was covered at all? A. 
S. H. Heckman reported that the statement of Watkins at 
a meeting held at the Legion Home the night previous, Wat¬ 
kins stating— 

Q. You are now telling us what Mr. Heckman said? A. 
Mr. Heckman, yes, sir, Watkins stating that he could not 
be responsible for violence and that he subscribed to the use 
of names. 

! Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean by 

10365 that? 

The Witness: Why, the calling of vile names, scabs 
and what-not, and the like of that seemed to be in the book. 

Q. ( By Mr. Moore) You mean “he”, you mean Mr. Wat¬ 
kins? A. Mr. Watkins. 

Q. Xow, you say “subscribed to the use"— A. Subscribed 
to the use of names. 

Q. What do you mean by that? A. The names that are 
common to picket lines. 

Q. What do you mean by “subscribed to”? A. Why, he 
condoned it. 

Q. All right, then— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am sorry, I didn’t get the first 
part of your answer: the second part had to do with names; 
what was the first part, Mr. Campbell? 

The; Witness: That he would not assume responsibility 
for violence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Xow, that is your second point. 
Your third point? A. The third point was what the City 
would do in their capacity to protect the people of the com¬ 
munity from violence, the workers and the people at their 
homes. 

Q. Xow, who spoke on that subject at the meeting, 

10366 if any one? A. Mayor Shields. 
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Q. Can you tell us in substance wliat he said ! A. 
That he would impartially maintain law and order, to the 
best of his ability. 

10367 Q. Did he state what he meant by impartially? A. 
He didn’t qualify it, I believe that there are times 

that a picket could be attacked, as well as a worker could 
be attacked. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, is this what the Mayor said? 
The Witness: No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then that goes out. Tell us 
wliat the Mayor said. 

The Witness: Well, I have given you the substance, that 
he was going to use his sworn office to provide law and 
order in an impartial manner. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, does that cover your third 
point generally? A. That sums it up. 

Q. Did anyone else speak along the same line? A. Well, 
the general trend of the meeting was that Mr. Heckman as 
a part of his report of the meeting, or conference, with 
Watkins, made the point with the group that tolerance and 
fairness was the thing that had to be in existence in every 
movement. 

Q. Well, if that is all you think of to state with reference 
to your third point, will you go on to the fourth point? 
A. On the fourth point Sidney Evans from the Beth- 

10368 lehem Plant, stated that the Bethlehem had two al¬ 
ternatives, the one was the closing of the plant, the 

other was the continuing of operation. 

Tie stated that Bethlehem elected to use the latter, that 
of operating the plant, which was justified for two reasons. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Now that is— 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) You are stating what he said? A. 
Wliat Mr. Evans said. The first reason that they had an 
obligation to the workmen to provide work to the best of 
their abilitv to the men that wanted to work. Secondlv, 
that they had a responsibility to the community to provide 
work and that they would continue to do so to the best of 
their ability, and that if the men were not interfered with 
by anybody that the entire matter would be settled, would 
settle itself, within a week’s time. 

Q. Well now I think I may have interrupted you— 

Mr. Shawe: Is that the complete conversation, speech, as 
far as you could remember it? 
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Tine Witness: That is the part that registered with me, 
sir. 

Q. i(By Mr. Moore) Well, I think I interrupted you and 
did not allow you to state what your fourth point was. A. 

My fourth point was my own knowledge that there 
103(>9 was violence. 

Q. Xo, no, but your fourth point, when I asked you 
what was said with reference to your fourth point— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That was the fourth point. 

The Witness: This was the fourth point, Mr. Evans’ 
statement— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, Mr. Moore, T think I can 
clear that up for you very easily, when he previously said 
that lie had some points he had three points. 

Mr. Moore: That's right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The first was what the SWOC 
would do. what the City administration would do, and what 
Bethlehem would do. 

Mr. Moore: That's right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When he gave it again this time 
he mentioned four points. 

Mr. Moore: That's right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The first one he gave was what 
he knew himself. 

Mr. Moore: That's right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: ITis second point was what he 
had previously given as his first point, I think that is it. 

Mr. Moore: Well, the third was what he had previously 
referred to as the second, and the fourth was what 
10370 lie had referred to as the third. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, so he has given four 

points. 

Mr. Moore: That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I understood it even though he 
did not specifically say so. 

The Witness: That's right. 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, you state, Mr. Campbell, that 
what you have said with reference to Mr. Evans’ remarks 
covered everything that registered with you? A. Yes. 

Q. Did Mr. Evans make any speech or anything of that 
sort? A. Oh, yes. 
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Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, just a minute, I don’t think 
it is necessary to characterize this as a speech or talk. He 
has told us what Mr. Evans said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, did he say anything else? 

The Witness: There were some other remarks, but to 
me they were not pertinent, I was trying to assemble the 
things out of this meeting that was essential to putting the 
thing together to determine a procedure of action to clarify 
what was happening. 

10371 Mr. Shawe: Well, do you remember anything else 
that he said? 

The Witness: I do not. 

Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner, it still does not quite 
cover the situation. Other witnesses, you know, have testi¬ 
fied as to what Mr. Evans said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : That's right. 

Mr. Moore: And they said that that was the substance 
of all he said. I don't want the record to show that Mr. 
Evans made a long speech, and that Mr. Campbell has a 
poor memory and therefore we only get a small part of it 
in the record. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I think the record is clear 
on the point. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I think the thing to do 
then is to ask this witness if he remembers anything else 
that Mr. Evans said. 

Mr. Moore: That is what I was trying to do when I was 
interrupted. 

Mr. Shawe: I am sorry. 

The Witness: There were some other remarks, but I 
don’t remember them sufficiently to give them here. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, were they along the same line 
or were they on different subjects? A. It was the same 
general subjects. 

10372 Mr. Moore: I wanted to refer to some testimonv, 
Mr. Examiner, for a moment, give me a moment to 

look up the page. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, we will take a couple 
of minutes. 

(Thereupon a short recess was taken.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you ready, Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: Yes, just a second, Mr. Examiner. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you ready to go ahead, Mr. 
Shawe? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Proceed. 

Mr. Moore: Well, will you give me couple of minutes, I 
crave your indulgence a moment? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. Mr. Moore, why don't 
we adjourn and come back at a quarter of two, and then 
you can make sure— 

Mr. Moore: Well, if you could, we could come back ten 
minutes earlier if you like. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, then you can make sure 
you have got them all. I assume you are going through get¬ 
ting the statements made and he is going to make categori¬ 
cal answers— 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well then, Mr. Campbell, 
10373 you are instructed not to discuss your testimony. 

The Witness: All right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Quarter of two. 

(Whereupon, at 12:15 o’clock p. m., a recess was taken 
until 1:45 o'clock p. m.) 


10378 After Recess 

(Whereupon, the hearing was resumed, after recess, at 
1:45 o'clock p. ill.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom : All right, the hearing will please 
come to order. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, before we start on the tes¬ 
timony, it occurred to me during the lunch hour that per¬ 
haps Mr. Campbell would like to keep the copy which he 
had. I wonder if it would be satisfactory to substitute a 
photostatic copy in place of the original? 

Mr. Shawe: Well— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that the only copy you have? 

The Witness: That is the only copy. 

Mr. Shawe: Why can't we give Mr. Campbell one of the 
photostats ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We can do that. 
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Tlie Witness: One is as good as the other, to me. 

Mr. Moore: Well, all right. I didn't know but what you 
preferred to keep your copy, in ease you didn't get the other 
back. (Indicating Respondents' Exhibit 130). 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You may proceed, Mr. Moore, 
if you care to. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, if you will refer, please, to- 
the record at page 1091. 

10379 Trial Examiner Bloom: Whose testimony was 
that? 

Mr. Moore: That of Rabbi Granowitz. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rage 1091/ Well, that would 
he in the same volume as Woloshuk. 

Mr. Moore: Rage 1091. That is right, he followed— 
Trial Examiner Bloom: That's right, he followed— 

Mr. Moore: —Father Woloshuk. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 


Lawrence Campbell resumed the stand as a witness called 
for and on behalf of the Respondents, having been previ¬ 
ously duly sworn, was examined and testified further as 
follows: 


Direct Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Campbell, Rabbi Granowitz 
testified when on the witness stand that the Mayor said in 
part, “It seems'’— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, if I may interrupt 
you, this point came up the other day. 1 feel that where 
you are calling to the attention of one witness, statements 
that may or may not have been made, that you get the same 
effect without any conceivable question of anything else, if 
you merely ask him whether the Mayor made the following 
statement. It seems to me that that is a more proper way 
of asking the question. 

Mr. Moore: Well, that is all right. 

10380 Trial Examiner Bloom: My point being that once 
you say to a man that “this witness testified this 
way, and another witness testified that way"— 

Mr. Moore: Well, in this particular case I think we can 
adopt your suggestion very well. In some cases it does 
not always apply. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it* a situation arises where 
you can't, of course that is a different situation. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Campbell, you told us, I be¬ 
lieve,! that the Mayor spoke at the meeting at the Elks 
Club i on the evening of Monday, June 14th. I would like 
to ask you whether the Mayor at any time, when he was 
talking to the gathering at the Elks Club, made this state¬ 
ment, that he felt— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, Mr. Moore. This 
witness said, I think, that he was in’and out, making tele¬ 
phone calls. Don't you want to add in the question, while 
he was in the room? 

Ml Moore: We will do that. Very well. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you hear— 

Mr. Moore: Strike out my previous question, will you? 
Strike it all out. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do you know whether or not 
10381, Mayor Shields spoke more than once, at that meet¬ 
ing? 

c 

Mr; Sliawc: What does counsel mean by that, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer ? 

Mr. Moore: 1 mean, addressed the people who were 
assembled there, more than once. 

Mr. Shawe: Do you mean he stopped talking, and then 
something else took place, and later he spoke again? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

The Witness: He did. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you hear both of his statements 
or speeches, if I may call them that? A. I believe I heard 
the most. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Heard them both, was that? 

The Witness: Yes, the most of both of them. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, did you hear him state, at 
that meeting, that he felt David Watkins ought to be told 
that if he, David Watkins, would not assume responsibility 
for the violence that was being committed by the strikers, 
then he, as Mayor of the city, could not be expected to as¬ 
sume responsibility if a number of citizens were to decide 
to evict him from the community. 

Mr. Shawe: Just a minute, please. Do you understand 
that question, Mr. Campbell? 

The Witness: Reasonably well. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, suppose we have 

10382 the reporter read it hack slowly, please, Mr. Re¬ 
porter. And listen carefully. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the question as above 
set forth.) 

The Witness: I did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Was any action, Mr. Campbell, 
taken at the meeting at the Elks Club on the evening of 
Monday, June 14th, other than what you have already de¬ 
scribed ! 

Mr. Shawe: In so far as you know. 

A. It was agreed that a meeting of a larger proportion 
would be held the following Friday evening, at which the 
people in attendance were requested to bring additional 
people with them. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) When you say “people were re¬ 
quested/' whom do you mean as “the people". 7 A. The 
people that were attending the meeting, and had felt that 
the community should step in and do some thing to coun¬ 
teract the unlawful acts that were occurring. 

10383 Q. 1 am not sure that 1 understand your answer. 
It might mean this— 

Mr. Shawe: I object to what it might mean, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the answer. 

(The reporter repeated the second to the last answer 
as above set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: Now, read the last. 

(The reporter repeated the last question and answer as 
above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, I wanted to see if 1 couldn't 
get a little clearer description of what you— A. Well, you 
are not unmindful of the fact that there were people that 
had left the meeting before the slips had been signed. 

Q. You mean the meeting at the Elks Club? A. That 
is correct. 

Q. Well, now, do I understand that the meeting that 
was planned for Friday night— 
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Mr; Moore: Will you read me the beginning of the ques¬ 
tion ? 

(The reporter repeated part of the question as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) —was to be made up only of 
10384 those people who should be invited to that meeting 
by those who were in attendance at the Elks Club 
that night. 

Mr; Shawe: Mr. Examiner, there is not a question—I 
do not think it is fair to state facts like that to a witness 
and have him nod his head or say 44 uli huh." 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well— 

Mr. Shawe: Let's have the witness state the facts. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read it. 

Mr, Moore: If the Board does not want this testimony 
clear, let's say so now. 

Mr. Shawe: I want the testimony, Mr. Examiner, from 
the witness and not from Mr. Moore: 

Mr. Moore: I asked the witness if it meant a certain 
thing. I submit I have the right to do it. 

Mr.i Shawe: He told you what it meant. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let's read the question. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Moore wasn't there. 

How do you know? 

At least, there is no testimony. 

How do you know I wasn't there? 

Well, were you there ? 

I asked you how you knew I wasn't there. 

Xo one ever told me you were there. 

Is that the onlv wav vou know? 

• • • 

Mr. Shawe: Do you say that you were there? 
103S5 i Mr. Moore: There is a lot you don't know. If 
you mean by that, that you know only what people 
have told you— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xow, children, please. Read it. 

Mr. Moore: It is a game that two can play. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, what did you mean, Mr. 
Campbell? 


Mr. Moore: 
Mr. Shawe: 
Mr. Moore: 
Mr. Shawe: 
Mr. Moore: 
Mr. i Shawe: 
Mr. Moore: 
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The Witness: In getting a meeting together of this 
character, you have got to have a starting point. Just as 
Reverend Stanton called certain people to attend the orig¬ 
inal meeting, I called another certain group, that was the 
starting point. And from that point we had a nucleus, and 
that nucleus was to be used to augment in addition to other 
people who wanted to come, due to press announcement 
of the meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, which meeting are you 
talking about? 

The Witness: The meeting for Friday. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: For Friday night? 

The Witness: That is correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, is there anything else you 
can tell us about that? 

10386 If you can’t you just go ahead in your own words. 

Mr. Moore: Well, that entirely answers my ques¬ 
tion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, I mean, it may be that 
the witness has something else that he calls to mind, just 
go ahead and complete— 

The Witness: To conserve time, I think that is sufficient. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, don't spare us a few min¬ 
utes, if you care to add something, we have been at this a 
long time. I mean, if there is anything you want to add, 
just go ahead. 

The Witness: Xo, that is the pertinent stuff. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, now, I want to be sure—1 
don't know whether there was or not—was there other 
business, if you remember, transacted at the meeting, which 
occurs to you as being of importance? That is, 1 mean 
other than what you have told us. 

Mr. Sliawe: Mr. Examiner, I don't think it is fair for 
the witness to determine what is important and what is not 
important. I think that is for some one else to decide. 
What may be important to this man may not be important 
to some one else, and vice versa. I think he should tell us 
what occurred. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I don't care how 

10387 many people got up during the meeting and went out 
to take a smoke. 
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Mr. Shawe: No, neither (lo I. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well— 

Mr. Moore: Some may have— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, what else happened that 
made an impression on your mind, Mr. Campbell? 

Mr. Moore: If anything? I don't know that there was. 
1 just want to find out. 

The Witness: There is nothing of "Teat importance. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) I am not sure whether you have 
stated'specifically what the duties were, that were imposed 
upon the so-called Publicity Committee at the time that the 
resolution regarding the appointment of such committee 
was adopted ? 

10388 Trial Examiner Bloom: I think— 

The Witness: There were not “duties”. There 
was only one duty. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think he told us that before 
the recess. 

Mr. 1 Moore: You think it is clear, do you, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I am reasonably sure. If 
there is anyone that has any doubts about it—do you recall 
telling us about that, Mr. Campbell? 

The Witness: l mean to tell you that they were given 
the assignment to interview Mr. Watkins and bring to Mr. 
Watkins the feeling of the people in attendance at that 
meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am sure that that is almost 
the same language he told us before. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) And I assume, to make a report 
back ? A. Well, a committee—that is a natural function 
of it, sir. 

Q. Now going to Tuesday— A. Tuesday, June fif— 

Q. Just a minute, please. Tuesday, June 13th. A. June 
15th, I believe. 

Q. June 15th, I am mistaken, that is right. A. Tuesday, 
June 15th, I started the morning off sometime be- 

10389 tween six and seven, by visiting the Wire Mill Gate. 

Q. Well now, perhaps in view of the statement 
made by the Examiner this morning, if that refers to vio¬ 
lence we will just pass over that unless— A. There is a 
point there that is past the violence point, that is material. 
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Q. All riirht then, tell us about it, if you will, please. A. 
'When I got to the Wire Mill Gate there were several State 
policemen, I believe, possibly four or there may have been 
five, they were stationed across “A" Street, off of the 
right-of-way, perhaps on property that is owned by the rail¬ 
road. 1 believe it is the Conemaugh & Blacklick. They 
were as far removed from the highway as they could be 
without going back into the river, or standing on the rail¬ 
road track itself. 

1 saw the men were considerably—that is, the police were 
considerably disturbed, and I went over to them and en¬ 
gaged in conversation, and they stated that they were not 
able to handle this picket situation as they had been ac¬ 
customed to handle it, and that they would be able to clean 
this situation up immediately, and control it, if they were 
permitted to do so. 

( t ). Was that substantially all of the conversation you had 
with those policemen? A. That is substantially the con¬ 
versation, sir. 

10300 Q. Were there pickets there, at the gate, at that 
time? A. There were pickets on that Laurel Ave¬ 
nue, and up “A” Street a distance of possibly 150 feet, 
either way. 

Q. What were they doing? A. As the workmen came 
through, they were jostling the workmen, calling them 
names, and the pickets were disorganized. There was no 
picket line as we understand that a picket line was sup¬ 
posed to be maintained. 

Q. Well, just what do you mean by that, “picket line 
is supposed to be maintained?" I don't— A. A picket 
line ordinarily has a group of men going back and forth in 
front of the entrance, not completely blocking it. And they 
do have some semblance of an organization. But this one 
did not. 

Q. Well, did you visit any other gates that morning? A. 
Only incidental. 1 did not stop off at any of the other 
gates. 

Q. Well, did you see the pickets organized— A. I didn't 
—in passing Cambria City Gate they were in about the 
same condition as I saw them at the Wire Mill Gate. 

Q. Well, was that disorganization, if I may so term it, 
in existence, or observed by you, on other days when you 
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were at the gates? A. At the first several days, Sun- 

10391 day afternoon and Monday, yes. 

Q. Xow take the days later? You spoke about 
Tuesday. Tuesday morning you say that was true? A. 
AY el I. during Tuesday the same disorganization 

10392 existed. 

Q. Weil, now, then, going on with Tuesday, what, 
if anything, happened in connection with the affairs of the 
Citizens * Committee or its relation to the strike? A. Dur¬ 
ing the morning I was informed by Mr. Martin that he 
had decided upon an Executive Committee to consist of 
himself, S. II. Heckman, George Fiig, Carl Geis, and myself, 
and after the conclusion of his information I immediately 
called the other men and so notified them. 

Q. Did he ask you to do that ? 

Mr. Sliawo: Mr. Examiner, 1 object to that question, 
it is leading. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: lie may answer. 

The 1 Witness: It is the onlv wav the men would have 


of knowing. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, did Mr. Martin ask you to 
notify them? A. That was a part of his conference or talk 
with me. 

( t >. Go ahead, did you do that ? A. I did that. 

Q. Go ahead. A. Then later on I went to Air. Martin, I 
said, “Mr. Martin, this condition here justifies a definite 
statement to the community." 1 said, “I believe we are 
justified in carrying an ad. stating the position of the 
Citizens* Committee and the policy that it hoped to 
10393 see carried out.** 


lie authorized the preparation of an ad. of that 
character and 1 proceeded to prepare the ad. and made ar¬ 
rangements to have it inserted into both of our local 


papers. 

Q. Did you prepare the ad. yourself, or did anyone co¬ 
operate with you in preparing it? A. The ad. was pre¬ 
pared 1 in collaboration with Air. Harry Corbin. 

Q. Who is Air. Harry Corbin, if you will tell us? A. All*. 
Harry Corbin is an executive of the Penn Traffic Company. 

Q. How did you happen to go to him for collaboration? 
A. Corbin is a man that is qualified by years of experience 
in advertising. 
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Q. Well, I don't remember whether you said anything 
about what Mr. Martin .-aid or advised us what Mr. Martin 
said after you expressed your— A. Why, he authorized 
me to proceed. 

Mr. Shawe: What did he say to you? 

The Witness: Go ahead. 

Mr. Shawe: Did he say anything else? 

The Witness: Not material to the subject. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, what did he say? 

The Witness: Very little, sir. 

10394 Mr. Shawe: Well, may we have what he said? 

The Witness: I don't recall anything other than— 

Mr. Moore: Is this cross-examination? 

The Witness: —other than the authorization to pro¬ 
ceed. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is not cross-examination, 
but all counsel have indulged in this informal type of 
intermittent cross-examination. As long as it is not car¬ 
ried to extremes, it is not objectionable. 

Mr. Shawe: I just wanted the entire conversation. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us everything that was 
said, Mr. Campbell. 

The Witness: Mr. Martin is a comparatively—is a man 
of comparatively few words. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is fine, I wish more people 
were, but tell us what Mr. Martin said. 

The Witness: I told you what Mr. Martin said, he told 
me to go ahead and prepare the ad. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, that is all he said, 
then ? 

The Witness: As far as I can recall. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, that is fine. If you 
adopt Mr. Martin's policy, 1 think you can shorten your 
testimony a trifle. 

Mr. Moore: 1 think we will show in a few minutes 

10395 at least that he went ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Campbell, T show you— 
if I may Mr. Examiner, following your suggestion— 
Board Exhibit 47-A, and ask you if that is the ad. to which 
you have just referred? 

(Board’s Exhibit 47-A was passed to the witness.) 
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A. That is the ad. 

Q. And what is the date on which that ad. appeared, and 
in what newspapers? A. The Democrat, in the morning 
of the 16th and the Tribune in the afternoon of the 16th. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is 47-A? 

Mr. Moore: Board Exhibit 47-A, did I not say so? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, I understood you to say 
so. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Xow, would you go ahead and tell 
us whether anything else happened on that day? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, if you would, I 
think, he said he did it in collaboration, then you got off on 
something else: would you find out from him what he did 
and what Mr. Corbin did in the preparation of the ad.? 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Will you tell us that, answer the 
question of the Examiner, please, Mr. Campbell? 

The Witness: I furnished the verbiage and Corbin fur¬ 
nished the mechanics of setting it up with type and 
10396 size of type. 

i Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, is it fair, then, to say 
that vou took care of the substance and he the form? A. 

4 

The mechanical part, perhaps— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean that he took care of 
the mechanical part? 

The Witness: That's right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And you took care of what we 
would generally refer to as the writing, the content ? 

The Witness: The sponsoring of it, if you please, the 
accepting it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, was any of the language 
or ideas contributed by Mr. Corbin, or would you say you 
were the author in that sense? 

The Witness: Well, I accept responsibility. 

Mr. iMoore: There is no need of being modest, Mr. 
Campbell. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Xow. will you go ahead with that 
day, did anything else happen during that day? A. In the 
course of the preparation of this ad., I received a telephone 
call from the member of the committee that was to inter¬ 
view Mr. Watkins. 

Q. That is the so-called Publicity Committee? A. That 
is correct. 
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10397 Q. Yes. A. He insisted that I attend a confer¬ 
ence at the Lutheran Church. 

Mr. Sliawe: What did he sav to vou? 

• * 

The Witness: Requesting me to join the conference at 
the Lutheran Church. I told him that I was busy working 
on this ad. 

Mr. Moore: Xow, Mr. Sliawe has dubbed the person on 
the other end of the telephone as a man, or masculine gen¬ 
der, will you tell us whether it was a man or woman, or who 
it was called vou? 

The Witness: It was a man. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do you know who it was? A. Mr. 
Custer, A. M. Custer. 

Q. What did he say? A. He asked me to attend a con¬ 
ference at the Lutheran Church. 1 told him that I was 
busy in the preparation of this ad., that the time was lim¬ 
ited. In order to get into the paper, the time was limited, 
so that they could have it set up for the next morning. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Campbell, have you told us 
where you were working on this ad, you said with Mr. 
Corbin, you didn’t toll us where or anything. 

Mr. Moore: Xo, I don't think he said lie was working 
with Mr. Corbin at the time, he said he was collaborating 
with Mr. Corbin in the preparation of it. 

10398 Trial Examiner Bloom: That is correct, the col¬ 
laboration, that I assumed meant working together, 

if that isn't the fact, I wish you would tell us. 

The Witness: At that particular time the substance of 
the ad. had been whipped into shape and I was in Mr. Cor¬ 
bin’s office having him pass on the character of the dis¬ 
play, and I received this call while in Mr. Corbin’s office. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you say that you would accept ? 
A. I did. 

Q. What did you do? A. I went forthwith to the Lu¬ 
theran Church. 

Q. Xow, will you go ahead and describe what you did 
there, what was said by you and others, and what others 
said to you? A. I may say this, that the reason he called, 
he stated that Mr. Weimer was out of the city and could 
not attend the conference and that by virtue of the fact 
that 1 was secretary of the Citizens’ Committee— 

Mr. Shawe: Did he say this? 
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The Witness: Yes, sir, that I should be there. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) All fight. A. We assembled at the 
Lutheran Church at approximately four p. m. The 

10399 committee was, as previously named, with my name 
being substituted in place of D. P. Weimer. Mr. 

Dave Watkins of the S. W. 0. C. and a man by the name 
of Stephenson, I am not familiar with his first name, but 1 
believe he was associated in the S. W. 0. C. work with Mr. 
Watkins, were there. 

Reverend Nicely, in the absence of the predetermined 
chairman Weimer, was requested to assume Mr. Weimer's 
position as chairman, which he did. 

Nicely called upon Rabbi Granowitz to state the mission 
of the committee in conferring with Watkins. 

Q. Now, will you tell us as well as you can remember 
what Rabbi Granowitz said? A. He stated that a meeting 
at the Elks Club of the previous evening, after considerable 
discussion, had taken action creating this committee, in¬ 
structing it to have an interview with Mr. Watkins, in¬ 
forming him that the community was holding Mr. Watkins 
responsible for violence, since he was the recognized head 
of the S. W. 0. C. in Johnstown. 

Q. Did Mr. Watkins make any reply to that at that time, 
or— A. He denied responsibility for the violence. 

Mr. Shawe: What did he say? 

The Witness: He said, “I am not responsible for the 
violence, it is not my men.” 

10400 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did he explain what he 
meant by “my men”? A. He did not, but I stepped 

into the breach. I said, “Watkins, what is the nature of 
your structure, starting from the picket line up?'’ 

He said, “Well, we ordinarily have from ten to fifteen 
men on the active picket line.” 

1 said. “Well, is there anybody in charge of them?” He 
said, “Yes, there is a captain in charge of them.” 

“How do you maintain contact with this captain?” 

“In some cases where it is impossible for me to make a 
personal contact, I have an in-between man to go to the 
captain, deliver a message, come from the captain bringing 
a message back.” 

Q. That is what Watkins said? A. That is what Watkins 
said, and at that point I stopped the questioning because 
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I wanted to keep that point developed without him perceiv¬ 
ing the next question that was going* to follow on at a 
later date, so we dropped onto another line of questioning. 

After Watkins had made this statement that the Johns¬ 
town Unit had in excess of (>G-2 3 per cent of the Bethlehem 
employees signed up as members, I said to him, “Watkins, 
doesn't the Wagner Labor Act provide for an election 
through a source other than a striker' 

10401 Repaid, “Yes.” 

1 said, “What is the mechanics of that nature, or 
wasn't the mechanics of that nature used in the Pittsburgh 
district, 1 believe the Jones & Laughlin plant, where the 
employees themselves had made the request for an election 
and the Board, the labor Board, granted it?' 7 

10402 He said, “That is true." Having sufficiently ad¬ 
vanced from the lirst questions I immediately went 

back to what—I went back to Watkins, I said, “Watkins, 
you mean to tell me that you divide authority with this 
man Stephenson sitting to your left?" 

He said, “No, I don’t.” 

I said, “Do you divide authority with anybody in Johns¬ 
town?’ 7 

He said, “I do not." 

I said, “Your very admission that you are the one and 
only head of the SWOC in Johnstown makes you the re¬ 
sponsible person for all violence that is taking place.' 7 

Q. What did he say to that, if anything? A. At that 
juncture he became very much exercised, grabbed his hat 
and was going to bolt the conference. Stephenson, his as¬ 
sociate, grabbed him by the arm and pulled back—pulled 
him back into the chair. Whereupon I said to him, “Wat¬ 
kins—". There is one other thought or one other statement 
that Watkins made. He said, “Gentlemen," he said, “even 
though I am in the church,' he said, “I hope God strikes 
me dead if we don’t have over (>(>-2/3 per cent, of the 
workers of Bethlehem signed up." 

I said to him, “Dave, perhaps as far as the (JO is con¬ 
cerned God is on a vacation." 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What did you mean bv 

10403 that? 

The Witness: Why, that he knew that he would 
not be struck dead. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: What did you mean by that? 

The Witness: Why, that lie was on safe "round, he 
wasn't taking a chance. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) I am a little bit puzzled yet. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I share your puzzlement, Mr. 
Moore. 

Mr. Sliawe: I join in it too. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Forget Mr. Martin's maxim 
and go ahead, Mr. Campbell, tell us a little more. 

Mr. Moore: What 1 think we all want to know is what 

vou understood from what Watkins said and what he 
• 

meant. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That's right. 

The Witness: Remembering back when we were kids, 
we used to say, “Criss-cross our heart we hope God strikes 
us dead if we are not telling the truth." 

Xow, if we are not telling the truth and make a state¬ 
ment like that perhaps we realize that there isn't a God 
or there is nobody immediately near that is going to strike 
us dead, and so 1 stated to Watkins that perhaps as far as 
the CIO is concerned that they did not recognize a God. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, did you mean by that 
then, if 1 might interpret a little, that you did not think 
that they had (i()-2 J, is that it? 

10404 The Witness: I knew they didn't have it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How did vou know it? 

i % 

The Witness: By the number of pickets on the line, by 
the number of men that went to work, by the character of 
the pickets that were on the line, and from various rumors 
that I had an occasion to overhear, or various statements 
that, I had an occasion to overhear, from information that 
is reasonably reliable there was in the neighborhood of 
seven hundred and eighty paid members in the month of 
June. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well now, did anyone else at that 
conference.* at the Lutheran Church make any statement 
that afternoon besides those whom you have mentioned? 
A. Well, I made one other statement in summing the situa¬ 
tion, up, 1 said, “Watkins," I said, “there is one of two 
things that you can accept, you are either incapable, since 
we have established the fact that you are the head, of hail- 
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dling and controlling your men, or you are insincere." And 
he did not make a reply to either, neither did any of the 
committee take exceptions to the statement. 

Q. I am not sure that I understand the purpose of your 
reference to the Jones & Laughlin action. A. 'Hie press 
had reported that upon petition by workers to the Labor 
Board that an election was held and not as a result of 
strike, not as a result of a strike. 

10405 Q. A Veil, did Watkins discuss the election or make 
any statement about it? A. He agreed that such had 

been the case. 

Q. Well, what was the application of that, did you say 
anything to Watkins so as to apply in any way— A. Well, 
if they had a majority of 66-2/3 per cent., and he said they 
had in excess of 66-2/3 per cent, that gave them a substan¬ 
tial majority. Now, if they had that all that would be 
needed to have been done was to have transmitted it, the 
combined request of the majority of the employees here 
and the community would be saved the chaos. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that what went on in the 
conversation? 1 mean is that what you said at the meeting, 
or is this your interpretation of the Wagner Act at the 
present time? 

Mr. Moore: I understand this is what he said. 

Mr. Sliawe: I don’t so understand. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that what you said? 

The Witness: Xo, I didn't say this, I understood the 
question, if you will read the question— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Head the question. 

The Witness: I was explaining the application of it. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: There were two questions. Mr. 
Moore changed his question—wait a minute. 

10406 (Thereupon the reporter repeated the question 
as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The second question was did 
you say anything? 

Was that right, Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then the answer goes out. 

The Witness: I requested, “Why didn't you elect to 
use the provisions of the Wagner Labor Act?" 
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He said, ‘•'We didn't want an election, Bethlehem would 
not si 14-11 a contract if we had an election/’ 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) What did you say, if anything, did 
you say to that? A. I made it in the previous statement 
that I told him it was only one of two things, either he 
would have to admit, being incapable of controlling his men, 
or that he was insincere. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wait a minute, I don't think 
you quite understood Mr. Moore's question. Read that 
question. 

(The reporter repeated the pending question as fol¬ 
lows : 

“Q. What did you say, if anything, did you say to 
that?") 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In other words, the previ- 
10407 011 s answer you gave, then Mr. Moore asked another 
question, “Did you say anything in reply?’' I as¬ 
sume you meant that, Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. and he said that, as I understand it, 
that the statement that lie had previously made was what 
he had said in reply. In other words, he was filling in. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I don't so understand, 
I think the record is jumbled. Read the answer. Listen to 
tlie answer, Mr. Campbell. and then keep in mind Mr. 
Moore's question, whether you made a reply to that or 
said anything— 

(The reporter related the last answer of the witness 
as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did vou sav anvthing that 
that— 

The Witness: Well, the question he read previous to 
this should have been earlier, after Watkins said about 
having a bb -2 M per cent, membership, that is the place 
that statement should have followed right in after. 

Mr. Moore: I think that is clear, in other words what 
he said is In* answered that question previously, and then 
he repeats what his answer was, that is the point at which 
lie used the word “insincere." 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I hope so. Go ahead. 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 5213 


Q. (Bv Mr. Moore) Did you say anything with refer¬ 
ence to the attitude of the citizens regarding: an elec¬ 
tion? A. T told Watkins if lie had elected to use the 

10408 provisions of the Wagner Act it certainly would have 
placed the (’TO in a very much more favorable posi¬ 
tion with the citizens of the community rather than to call a 
strike. 

Q. Well now then, 1 asked you a question a little while 
back, which was whether anyone else said anything to Wat¬ 
kins after you had spoken? A. Oh, Reverend Xicelv in¬ 
sisted that open lanes be maintained so that the workers 
could actually go in and out of the plant without physical 
effort. 

Q. Is that what Nicely said? A. Yes, sir. 

(*). What did Watkins say to that, if anything? A. In a 
half-hearted way he promised— 

Mr. Sliawe: Now tell us what he said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what he said. 

The Witness: “I will try to maintain open lanes." 

Mr. Sliawe: I make a motion that “half-hearted way"— 
I make a motion that it be stricken. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be stricken. 

(,>. (By Mr. Moore) Did Mr. Stephenson say anything? 
A. Mr. Stephenson did not take a very active part in the 
conference. 

Q. Well, did Watkins make any other statement 

10409 that you remember? A. lie stated that he would try 
to control the violence on the picket lines. 

Q. Well, was anything said as to the duration of the 
strike? A. Just before the conference concluded Watkins 
stated that if the strike did not terminate in a day or two 
there would be a major happening that would conclude 
the strike. It did not carry any point to it, we could not 
decipher what he had in mind and he did not amplify it. 

Q. Well now, what, if anything, did the conference do, 
any action taken ? A. There was no action other than meet¬ 
ing and carrying out the duties imposed upon the committee 
by the meeting on Monday night, there was nothing ac¬ 
complished. 

Q. You told us all the members of the committee were 
present and that you were present ? A. The four members 
of the original committee minus Mr. Weimcr. 
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Q. Yourself. 7 A. I made the fifth one to replace Mr. 
Weimer. 

Q. And then Mr. Watkins and Mr. Stephenson? A. 
Stephenson. 

Q. Was Mr. Heckman present? A. lie was not. 

; Q. Was anyone else present at that meeting? A. 

10410 Nobody visible. 

Q. Were minutes of the meeting taken ? A. They 
were not. 

Q. Any record kept of the meeting? A. There was not. 
Q. Did anybody at the meeting take any stenographic 
notes in so far as you know? A. They did not. 

Q. Do you know whether or not there was a stenographer 
present at the meeting? 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, he has told us no one else 
was present. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: lie said no one else was pres¬ 
ent. 

Mr. Shawe: I assume that includes everybody. 

Mr. Moore: Well, if that— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Unless you mean an automatic 
stenographer by way of some sort of a sound equipment 
machine which they use in court rooms, as we all know 
they use those things in court rooms. 

Mr. Moore: I know some lawyers who are stenogra¬ 
phers. 

The Witness: I don’t think any of the party of seven 
were capable of taking stenographic notes. 

Mr. Moore: Thank von. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean they couldn’t write? 
The Witness: Stenographic notes. Yes, I know my five 
people could write. 

10411 Trial Examiner Bloom: No, I, mean shorthand, 
no, I mean you know that none of them could write 

shorthand, I didn’t mean— 

The Witness: Yes, that is correct. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did any one at that meeting tell 
Mr. Watkins and Mr. Stephenson that the business men 
of the .Greater Johnstown area will absolutely refuse to 
permit the employees of Bethlehem Steel Company to or¬ 
ganize and bargain collectively with their employer as such 
procedure would be harmful to our business? 
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Mr. Shawe: Just a minute, please. Don't answer that 
question, May I have it read? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the question, 1 think it is im¬ 
proper examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why? 

Mr. Shawe: To read a long statement like that to the 
witness, I don't think it is proper. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Overruled. Go ahead. 

The Witness: They did not, nor at any other time did 
anybody of the Citizens' Committee make a statement of 
that nature. 

Mr. Shawe: How do vou know that ? 

* 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You are taking in a lot 

10412 of territory, Mr. Campbell, I mean, you know that 
for a fact that no one connected— 

The Witness: At any meeting that I had anything to 
do with, I was in practically any and every conference that 
was held, and there was no such statement made at any 
time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean in so far as you 
know ? 

The Witness: Oh, yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I wanted to make sure. 

Mr. Moore: He said any meeting at which he was pres¬ 
ent. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, his first answer, when I 
said he took in a lot of territory— 

The Witness: Well, I covered a lot, too. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did Mr. Stephenson attend any 
other meeting of the Citizens' Committee or of any com¬ 
mittee of the Citizens' Committee at which you were pres¬ 
ent ? A. 1 never saw Mr. Stephenson at any other meeting, 
unless he was incognito. 

Q. You mean by that, disguised? A. That's right. 

Q. Well, did you see any one at any meeting which you 
attended who you thought was disguised ? A. I did 

10413 not. 

Mr. Shawe: What was that? May I have that 
last question, please? 
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(The reporter repeated the last question, as follows: 

‘‘Question: Well, did you see any one at any meeting 
which you attended who you thought was disguised !") 

Mr. Shawe: What does that mean. Mr. Examiner! 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh. come on. come on. 

Mr. Shawe: Hallowe'en doesn't come until October. 

Q. i(By Mr. Moore) What did you do after the meeting, 
if anything ! A. After the meeting 1 went to the newspaper 
to complete the arrangements and place the ad., for the 
next morning. 

Q. That is the ad. which has been shown you as Board's 
Exhibit 47-A! A. Exhibit 47-A! 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am not quite sure, did you say 
previously. Mr. Campbell, that you were working on the ad, 
or that you had completed the ad.! I wasn't sure of that. 

The Witness: I had completed the ad. up to the point 
of having Mr. Corbin put the finishing touches in, the spac¬ 
ing and type sizes and all that, and that was completed 
while I was at the conference with the group at the Luth- 
I eran Church. I go back and I get the ad, then I 
10414 proceed, shortly thereafter, to go to the newspaper 
and place the ad. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In other words, you did no more 
of the writing on the ad. that morning! 

The Witness: The ad. was substantially completed after 
I left to go to the conference. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: So after the conference, if I can 
summarize it, you picked up the copy for Mr. Corbin and 
then arranged for the publishing of it, or from Mr. Corbin 
and arranged for the publishing of it! 

The Witness: That is correct. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, after the meeting broke up, 
that is the meeting at the Lutheran Church, did you make 
any statement to the other members of the committee re¬ 
garding the meeting! A. I told the committee, we as¬ 
sembled outside for a few minutes, I said, “Watkins is 
playing this according to the old rules, when he meets a 
conference such as ours he has a certain code of ethics that 
is given to us, or instructions that are given to the pickets, 
and as soon as he leaves our group, why, different instrue- 
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lions are sent out to tile pickets which accounts for the vio¬ 
lence.” 

Q. You placed the order for the ad., Board's Exhibit 
47-A, to appear in what papers, and in what edi- 

10415 tions? A. Johnstown Tribune and Johnstown Dem¬ 
ocrat of June Kith. 

Q. That is in the single edition, the single edition of the 
Democrat of that day? A. Well, it automatically carries 
in both sections. 

Q. So that all of the editions of those two papers, if 
there are more than one of either, were to carry the ad., 
is that correct? A. That's correct. 

( t >. After you left the conference, did you do anything 
with reference to the conference? 

Mr. Shawe: Ilow can he do anything with reference to 
the conference after he left the conference? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He didn't sav “in the confer- 
enee." Tie said, “ with reference to the conference." Do 
you understand the question? 

The Witness: Yes, sir, I do. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What does it mean to vou ? 

The Witness: I interviewed Frank Jordan, a Democrat, 
or the representative for the Johnstown Democrat, gave 
him a verbatim report of what had taken place in the con¬ 
ference, and as a result of that report the article 

10416 appearing in the Democrat of Wednesday morning, 
the 16th, or a certain part of that article, originated. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) What do you mean by a verbatim re¬ 
port? A. Very much as I have restated it here today. 

Q. That is, you stated from memory at that time? A. 
That’s right. 

Mr. Moore: Do you have here, Mr. Bose and Mr. Shawe, 
the Democrat of June 16th ? 

Mr. Shawe: I think so. 

Mr. Moore: May I see it? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is in the record. 

Mr. Broun: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

10417 Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. The rec¬ 
ord may show that Respondents’ Exhibits 125 and 
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126 have been photostated by respondents, and that the 
originals are going to be taken by me to \\ ashington for 
safekeeping, and that in lieu of the original exhibits, 
photostats will be kept in the tiles here, to be used during 
the proceedings. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Reporter, will you go back, please, and 
tell me what the last question and answer was? 

(The' last two questions and answers were read by the 
reporter.) 

(J. (By Mr. Moore) Now, Mr. Campbell, I hand you 
Board's Exhibit 47 for Identification, and ask you if you 
will find in that paper, if you can. the report to which you 
referred, the exhibit being the Johnstown Democrat of June 
lfith, 1937 ? A. I do. 

Q. Xow will you road it carefully, please, so that I may 
base a question or more on it? A. (Witness examines 
Board's Exhibit 47 for Identification). 

Mr. Moore: Off the record, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon a short discussion was held off the record.) 

10418 Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. The rec¬ 
ord may show that the witness has just read, in 
Board's Exhibit 47 for Identification, a news item which 
was previously read by the witness Granowitz tit pages 
1116-1117 of the record, running from line 17 on page 
1116. up to and including line 18 of page 1117. 

Mr. Moore: I believe you will recall, Mr. Examiner, 1 
think I asked if that was the report to which he referred 
previously, in his testimony. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xow it is on the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Is that the report which you stated 
you had given to Frank Jordan on the Democrat? A. That 
is the press release emanating from the report. 

Q. Well, is that an accurate statement of what went on 
at the conference? A. In substance, that is a true report. 

Mr. Shawe: Did vou sav that is? 

• • 

The Witness: That is a true report. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Campbell, what did you 
mean by that previous answer, when you said that it was a 
press release, or something? 
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The Witness: Well, it is the verbiage of the reporter, 
not my verbiage. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I see. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Moore, was the press release 

10419 given to him verbally, or was it written ? 

The Witness: T testified that it was verballv. 

* 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Xow then, did you complete your 
newspaper advertisement, Board's Exhibit 47, before or 
after you made that report to the newspaper? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 47-A. 

The Witness: 47-A. Before this statement was given to 
the news. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well now then, will you go on to 
Wednesday, June Kith, and toll ns what happened that day, 
as you remember it, with reference to the strike, or the ac¬ 
tivities of the Citizens' Committee? A. The Executive 
Committee met Wednesday morning, during which the date 
of the larger meeting that was decided upon Monday eve¬ 
ning for Friday, the 18th, was moved forward to Thurs¬ 
day, the 17th. The committee justified the placing of the 
ad on the Kith, and instructed or permitted the publishing 
of another ad, to appear on Thursday. 

Q. Just a moment, please. I did not get the verb in that 
previous statement. 

Mr. Moore: Will you read it? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: ‘‘Justified." 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) What did you mean by that, “justi¬ 
fied?'’ A. Inasmuch as the act was done previous to au¬ 
thorization, they concurred— 

10420 Q. That is, you mean they ratified? A. Ratified 
would be acceptable. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Moore, do you mind developing whether 
there was a meeting, and who was present? 

Mr. Moore: He has told us the Executive Committee. 

The Witness: Executive Committee, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On Wednesday morning. 

The Witness: On Wednesday morning, consisting of 
Mr. Heckman, Fiig, Geis, Martin and myself. 

Mr. Shawe: That was after the ad had appeared in the 
paper? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Which Geis was that? 
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The 'Witness: Mr. Carl Geis. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) "Well, then, will you go ahead and 
tell us. any other business that was handled at that meet¬ 
ing? A. I'll— 

Q. You said there was another ad authorized? A. They 
authorized the publishing- of the ad that appeared in the 
Thursday papers. 

Mr. Moore: Will you, Mr. Reporter, give me the list of 
names that he gave as the names of the men who were 
present at that meeting on Wednesday ? 

(The answer of the witness was read by the re- 

10421 porter as follows: 

i **Wednesday morning, consisting of Mr. Heckman, 
Fiig, Geis. Martin, and myself—Mr. Carl Geis.") 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well now, will you tell us whether 
the second ad. at that time—that is, at the time of the meet¬ 
ing—had been prepared? A. it had not. 

(). Well, what was the action taken, then, with reference 
to the ad ? 

You stated that— A. Using your verb, the ad of the 16th 
was ratified. 

( L >. Yes. A. And they were sufficiently pleased 

10422 with it. that they instructed me to proceed with the 
preparation of another ad. 

( t ). And was it stated when that other ad. was to appear? 
A. The day following. 

Q. Well, now, what else went on at the meeting, if any¬ 
thing? A. There were some questions that we wanted in¬ 
formation on. that only could bo obtained from one source, 
and that was the steel company, and we called for Mr. 
Evans to come in. 

Q. Who called him ? A. I called him personally. 

Q. How ? A. By telephone. 

Q. What did you say to him? A. I told him that there 
was some information that the Executive Committee would 
like, and felt that he should come up to the meeting and 
give that information. 

Q. Did he go to the meeting? A. He did. 

Q. What was said to him, after he got there, if any¬ 
thing, and what did he say ? A. We asked as to the opera- 
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tions of tlie plant. lie gave us a detailed explana- 

10423 tion of it. 

Mr. Sliawe: Excuse me, Mr. Campbell, would 

you mind telling us who asked the questions, and what Mr. 

Evans said? In as much detail as vou can. 

* 

The Witness: It is going to be just a little difficult, 
eight months afterwards, to set this picture up perfectly. 

Mr. Sliawe: Well, I realize that, but I mean substan¬ 
tially, as much as you can. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, we can strive for per¬ 
fection, anyhow, Mr. Campbell. Take your time and try 
to recollect. 

The Witness: I believe Mr. Heckman made or asked 
the question, as to what degree they were able to main¬ 
tain operations. He stated that there had been so many 
conflicting reports, that the committee wanted to get in¬ 
formation direct from the company. 

He stated that the operations were picking up. 

Mr. Sliawe: Who said that? 

The Witness: Mr. Evans. Then it was brought to Mr. 
Evans' attention that the unusual conditions that the com¬ 
munity found itself in, as a result of a violence, and he 
frankly admitted that the company had a responsibility, 
that the violence followed a strike called on their plant. 

He stated that in the preservation of law and 

10424 order, which the Citizen's Committee was inter¬ 
ested in, that the company stood ready to assist in 

meeting the expenses incident to it, as that at no time have 
they failed to meet their duty in respect to the city. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did he refer to any cases where 
previously the company had given money to any emer¬ 
gency? A. I believe—I believe that lie said they felt this 
was justified, in view of the fact that T believe they had 
made a contribution towards furnishing transportation 
to get the Bonus Army out of Johnstown. And also their 
contribution to tin* Community (’best. And things of that 
character, that they had always recognized and fulfilled 
their obligations. 

Q. Did he refer to any contribution to flood relief, previ¬ 
ously? A. And to flood relief, and also the contribution 
that had been made when an expert study of financial con¬ 
ditions of the city was made by a man by the name of 
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Goodrich: I believe that the Bethlehem paid half of the 
expense incident with that. 

Mr. Sliawe: Mr. Moore, if I may break in for a minute, 
did you give us a complete statement as to what he said 
about the operations? I know you started, but I don't 
know whether you completed or not. 

10425 The Witness: Well, he stated that the opera¬ 
tions were increasing, and it would not be long until 
they would be able to get up to a normal operation. 

You see, this is the period immediately after which 
the State Police went onto the picket line and curbed 
actual violence. Then the men started to return to the 
plants forthwith. 

Mr. Sliawe: Well, did Mr. Evans say this? 

The Witness: Xo, I am telling you that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, all right, go ahead, Mr. 
Moore. Please wait, Mr. Sliawe, with it, until you get to 
the cross-examination, to clear these things up. It is 
going to make a disjointed record. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) How long was Mr. Evans at the 
meeting? A. lie left immediately after the answering of 
these several questions, and his statement of the company 
policy, being willing to admit their responsibility to the 
community, and also their willingness to help defray the 
expenses incident to it. 

Q. That is, you mean the expenses of the committee? A. 
Of the committee, and the preservation and providing law 
and order to the community. 

10426; Q. Did Mr. Evans name any figure? Mention 
any amount ? A. I believe he said that a figure of 
$25,000 would be available, if needed. 

Q. Well now, was any other business transacted at the 
meeting ? A. Well, details incident to the meeting of Thurs¬ 
day evening, such as the printing of tickets, and the pos¬ 
sible distribution of them, and routine matters incident to 
that meeting. 

Q. Was the appointment of any officer or officers dis¬ 
cussed? A. Yes, there was a discussion,, and an agree¬ 
ment reached that inasmuch as there would be some money 
needed and necessarily collected and expended, that a trea¬ 
surer would be necessary. 
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Q. And after the discussion, was an agreement reached 
as to who would be appointed, and an appointment made ? 
A. An agreement was reached that Councilman Fulton I. 
Connor would be requested to be treasurer, and inasmuch 
as he was the financial officer of the city, and was answer- 
able under proper bonds. 

Q. And was he appointed at the meeting? A. Till— 
10427 Q. I mean by that, was his appointment— A. The 
mechanics was not completed at the meeting. The 
agreement was reached in the committee. Tlu»n it resolved 
its— for the final action upon Mr. Martin. 

Q. In other words, do 1 understand that the meeting 
authorized Mr. Martin to make the appointment? A. Yes, 
sir; correct. 

Q. I think you made some statement to the effect that 
it was voted to have tickets for the meeting, that Thurs¬ 
day evening? A. I would not say “voted.” It was decided 
to have tickets for tin* meeting on Thursday evening. 

Q. Well, what was said about that? A. Realizing—in 
view of the capacity of the auditorium, it was necessary to 
limit the number of admissions, so that there would be no 
congestion that could not be properly controlled. That 
was the purpose of tickets. 

Q. Well, are we to understand from that, that admission 
was to be only by tickets? A. You do not. If tickets are 
not distributed, then you have no legal right to control the 
size of your crowd. When a ticket is by admission, the 
sponsors of the meeting retain the prerogative to say to you, 
if you do not have a ticket, “Well, we are sorry, that you 
cannot come in.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you have one of those 
1042S tickets, by any chance? 

The Witness: Oh, 1 didn't even have one, myself. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) You mean by that, that you did not 
have one, the night of the meeting? A. That is right. 

Q. Well, how do you know how the distribution of the 
tickets was made ? To whom, and— A. They were broken 
up in small numbers and given to the people that attended 
the Monday night's meeting. Then there were any number 
of requests by a personal visitation for tickets, and they 
were given out until the supply was exhausted. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you happen to recall—if I 
may ask, Mr. Moore—wlim was on the tickets? 

The Witness: As I recall the copy on the ticket, it was 
a meeting* of the Citizens* Committee, the date, Thursday 
evening, and the name of George Sokolski as the principal 
speaker, I believe, was on the ticket. There was a change 
from—-between Sokolski and the man Hoffman, that did 
appear. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well now, you say that the tickets 
were given, I understood you, to the people who attended 
the Monday night meeting at the Elks Club. Do you mean 
those who attended, or those who signed their names? A. 
ITh—to clarify this, when I am speaking of the people 

10429 that attended the Elks Club, 1 consider the ones that 
signed those slips of paper, not the ones that left 

previous to the conclusion of the meeting. There were peo¬ 
ple there in attendance that were invited there, in official 
capacity, which included the Mayor and also included Mr. 
Evans. They were not invited there as citizens, as a part of 
the meeting, because there certainly was some information 
that the group required from both of them. 

10430 i Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you invite Mr. Evans 
or the Mayor ? 

The Witness: I did not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know who invited Mr. 
Evans ? 

The Witness: Onlv bv hearsav. 

• • * 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, now, you spoke about Mr. 
Sokolsky—having his name on the ticket, or that the ticket 
carried his name as the principal speaker. When were the 
tickets:prepared, do you know? A. Very early Wednesday 
morning, I believe. 

Q. So that there was no re-printing of tickets after that ? 
A. There was no re-printing of tickets. 

Q. Well, now, you told us about a second advertise¬ 
ment. i Will you explain about that? What you did with 
reference to it, of anything? A. The second advertisement 
came into being, in identically the same manner as the first 
one. 

Q. You mean— A. Other than that the Executive Com¬ 
mittee had discussed it, previous to its appearance, on the 
second one, where they did not, on the first one. 
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Q. Does that mean that Mr. Corbin—Mr. Harry D. Corbin 
cooperated with you, or collaborated with you in the 

10431 preparation of it? A. 1 do mean that. 

Q. Did you prepare in the same way, the text, and 
he helping you on the mechanics, as you have said it? The 
form of it, is that right ? A. That is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Have you got it, the copy? I 
have got the original. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) I show you, Mr. Campbell— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, I have the original. 

Mr. Moore: All right, thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) —Board's Exhibt 4S-A, and ask you 
if that is the advertisement to which you referred as the 
one that was authorized at the meeting of the Executive 
Committee on June 16th, for the 17th? A. This copy was 
not authorized at the meeting of the Executive Committee, 
but the placing of a page ad. that was similar in character 
to the one of the 16th, was authorized. In other words, I 
was given a blank check, to create the ad. 

Q. Well, does that mean—just that I want to be sure— 
that in the case of the first one, Mr. Martin told you to go 
ahead? A. That is correct. 

Q. And in the case of the second one, the Execu- 

10432 tive Committee told you to go ahead? A. That is 
correct. 

Q. In what papers did you insert that advertisement? A. 
The same as the first one. 

Q. And on what date did it appear? A. I believe the 
17 th. 

Q. That was the date of the meeting at the High School ? 
A. I believe that is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That was Thursday, Mr. Camp¬ 
bell, is that right ? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, I think the witness 
made a statement that I am not quite sure he made, in re¬ 
sponse to one of your questions. Maybe I misunderstood 
him. He said that the second ad. was prepared with the 
knowledge of the committee; the way the answer was 
phrased, 1 understood it to mean that they saw the copy, but 
I don’t think the witness meant that. 

Mr. Moore: Xo, he has just said they didn’t. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you recall that answer? 

Mr. Moore: Xo, I didn't get that. 

The Witness: I think you are correct on that, but when 
I said the “knowledge", they knew that an ad. was going 
to appear. 

, Trial Examiner Bloom: But they didn't actually 
10433 see the copy. 

The Witness: Xot the text of it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is it. I didn't think you 

* 

meant that way, but that was the way it sounded. 

Mr. Moore: I think what he meant, Mr. Examiner, by 
saying that, in legal language, the first one was “ratified" 
—that is, the placing of tin* first ad. was ratified after the 
ad. In the place of the second one, it was authorized prior 
to the ad. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, 1 think the witness' words 
“blank check" probably connotes the meaning as clearly 
as anything, but previously he had said, as 1 understood it, 
and as I think the witness can corroborate me, that they 
approved it. and I just wanted to make sure. 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

10434 1 Trial Examiner Bloom: Whether he meant that 
i they approved the text, or rather merely approved of 
the placing of an ad that he was to prepare, and to use his 
own discretion in the preparation. That is the way I now 
understand it. Is that correct ? 

The Witness: That is correct. 

Mr. Moore: And when I said “ratified and authorized ", 
of course, I meant by the Executive Committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Surely, that is understood. 

0. (By Mr. Moore) Well now, Mr. Campbell, was there 
any other meeting of citizens in connection with what, per¬ 
haps, I may speak of as affairs of the Citizens' Committee 
on that Wednesday ? A. Wednesday evening, 1 believe, 
7:30, there was a small conference that included Francis 
Martin and myself, Reverend Stanton, Rabbi Granowitz, 
and Mr. ('uster. 

Q. Will you go ahead and tell us what that conference 
was; who called it. what the business of it was, what was 
done at it ? A. The conference was called after Rabbi 
Granowitz had registered a complaint that— 
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Q. Xow you say “registered a complaint’'—just ex¬ 
plain what you mean? Did he complain to somebody? A. 
He had complained to Francis Martin that the preroga¬ 
tives of the committee of which he was a member had 
10435 been usurped. This conference discussed the mat¬ 
ter, I— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, don’t you think we had 
better make sure just who was there? I don’t think he has 


told us. 

Mr. Moore: Yes, he has told us. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Have vou told us evervbodv? 

• % * 

The Witness: Yes. Grnnov/itz, Stanton, Custer, Martin 
and myself. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am sorry, I didn't get that, I 
wasn’t quite sure. 

Mr, Moore: Read that partial answer I interrupted. 


(The answer of the witness was read by the reporter.) 


The Witness: The Rabbi stated that he felt that the 
ad should not have been placed without the committee of 
which he was a member having first approved it. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Xow when you speak of the ad, you 
mean which one of the two ads? A. The June Kith ad. 

Q. That is 47-A ? A. A—T stated that it was impractical 
to go through the procedure that he had in mind, that there 
was time that emergencies existed, that somebody has got 
to assume responsibility for action. That ad, placed a 
month later, would have been ineffective. The committee 
itself had not been given the task of publicity, neither 
10436 had the committee stepped forward to do the job 
that was required. So, in an executive position with 
the committee, I assumed the leadership to do a job that 
was absolutely essential, and was not being done by the 
committee as a whole, or by any member of the committee. 

Q. Was anything else said by anyone? A. Granowitz 
complained—stated that the news item that appeared in 
the paper that morning was unfair to Mr. Watkins. 

I answered him that it was a summation of actual state¬ 
ments that had actually taken place, and that no member 
of the committee took exceptions to the statements during 
the conference, and by acquiescence certainly agreed to the 
statements made. 
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Then lie complained or stated that it was a mistake to 
brill"' a man in from out of town to address this meeting 
on Thursday evening. He justified that by stating that— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what lie said. 

The Witness: Well, I say, he justified that by stating 
that there was a feeling that existed among the people of 
the town, that the CIO should not bring in pickets from 
out of town, and it was inconsistent for the Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee to bring a man in from out of town. On this par¬ 
ticular point, I now partially agree, and did, at that time, 
with his position. 

10437 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, tell us what was 
said. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you so state to him? A. Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what was said, not 
whether you agree now. We want to know what went on in 
the conference. 

The Witness: Why, I simply stated that, at that point, 
I couldn't l>e in complete disagreement with him. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Was any action taken at that meet¬ 
ing/' A. The conference, as constructed, had no reason for 
action. 

Mr. Sliawe: Mr. Examiner, that is not responsive. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what else went on at the 
conference. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I—my— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I mean, let’s find out if he has 
finished telling us about—for instance this Hoffman in¬ 
cident. 

Mr. Moore: All right. 

Tfial Examiner Bloom: Whatever it is. 

Mr. Moore: Well, he has not said anything about the 
Hoffman incident, has he ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I mean this conversation. 
Is that the end of the conversation about that matter? 

10438 The Witness: Those three matters were the sub- 
j stance of the conference, and it adjourned. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, was there anything further 
on that Wednesday? Any other meetings held, which you 
attended, or any committees? A. I don’t recall of any. 
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Q. That brings us clown to Thursday, June 17th. ’Will 
you tell us what if anything happened on that clay, as far 
as you know, relating to the affairs of the Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee, or the strike? Do you remember whether there was 
a meeting of the Citizens’ Committee in the morning? A. 
The Executive Committee. 

Q. I mean the Executive Committee. A. ITad a meet¬ 
ing in the morning. At that period they met rather fre¬ 
quently to coordinate conditions. 

Q. l)o you remember anything particularly of interest 
that happened? A. 1 don't recall anything of major im¬ 
portance that occurred at that /Meeting. 

Q. Well then, will you pass on, to the evening of that day ? 
A. Well, the evening of Thursday, the 17th, the meeting at 
the Central High School was held. There were in the 

10439 neighborhood of a thousand to possible eleven hun¬ 
dred people in attendance. While admission was by 

ticket, it was not limited to tickets. Francis Martin pre¬ 
sided at the meeting. Uh—Mayor Shields, Andrews— 

Q. That is Hiram Andrews? A. Hiram Andrews, Rev¬ 
erend Nicely, Frank Geis, Reverend Stanton. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Whereupon, a discussion was held off the record.) 

10440 Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

The Witness: And there could have been several 
other people on the stage that I don’t recall, I was in and 
out of the meeting considerable. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well now, tell us who spoke at the 
meeting. A. Mayor Shields, Andrews and Representative 
Hoffman were the three main speakers. 

Q. Was Hoffman on the stage with the others whose 
names you have given us ? A. Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, I assume you are 
not going into detail ? 

Mr. Moore: No, I don't care about those speeches, we 
have had them, I think, pretty much in detail. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I know most of them by heart 
and I assume evervbodv else does. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Were there any resolutions adopted 
or any formal reports made to the meeting? A. Reverend 
Nicely, as acting chairman of the committee, reported on 
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the conference held with Mr. 'Watkins, and asked the dis¬ 
charge of the committee inasmuch as it had completed its 
assignment and that was so done. 

Q. That is, a resolution was made, offered and adopted? 

1 A. A motion was made accepting the report and the 

10441 discharge of the committee. 

Q. Well now, was there any other action taken, 
any cither resolutions offered ? A. Frank Geis read a reso¬ 
lution which was properly adopted by the meeting. 

Q. Do you remember whether or not any appeal was made 
for contributions to the Citizens’ Committee by anyone at 
that meeting? A. It could have been made, it is not definite 
enough in my mind to testify to. 

Q. Well now then, if you don't think of anything else 
that you think you ought to tell us about that meeting, will 
you go ahead to Friday, June 18th l A: Over Thursday night 
information had come to my attention that Burgess Sewak 
of Franklin Boro had made a trip to Harrisburg to inter¬ 
view the Governor requesting that the State Police be 
removed from the picket lines and be placed back at ob¬ 
servation distance. On Friday morning, possibly around 
eight o'clock, 1 called the borough office in Franklin Boro. 
Somebody answered the telephone. I asked for the Bur¬ 
gess. 

They stated that he was down on the picket line. I asked 
if they would get a message to them, or to him, and they 
said they could not. Whereupon I called the head- 

10442 quarters maintained bv the State Police in the Public 
Safety Building, talking to the officer in charge. 

Q. {What was his name ? A. I believe it was Lieutenant 
Cook. I told him that I was anxious to get in touch with 
Burgess Sewak, that I had called his office in the borough, 
and he had said he could not be reached. I asked him if 
he would instruct the detail to the picket line, that is the 
detail of State Police on the picket line in Franklin Boro, 
as soon as they saw the Burgess to have him call 2702, which 
is my office number. 

After about fifteen minutes the Burgess called. I identi¬ 
fied myself and told him there were several matters that 
the Executive Committee and the Citizens’ Committee would 
like to discuss with him. He said he was unable to attend, 
stating that lie had a meeting prearranged in Pittsburgh. 
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I said to him, “Burgess, there is not one thing in your 
official duties that is half as important as meeting this Exe¬ 
cutive Committee.” 

So he agreed to come. 

About five minutes afterwards he showed up, or about 
fifteen minutes afterwards he showed up. The Executive 
Committee had assembled. I introduced him to the fellow 
members of the committee stating, “Burgess, I un- 

10443 derstami that you have been in Harrisburg and have 
made a request to the Governor's office that the State 

Police be taken off the picket line and pbleed back at a point 
of observation." 

Q. Let me interrupt you there just a moment: when you 
asked Lieutenant Cook to have the State Police on the 
picket line at Franklin Boro call 2702, did you tell Lieuten¬ 
ant Cook that that was your telephone number? A. Well, 
he knew who it was calling, and I asked him to have him 
call me at 2702, but I did not tell him what I wanted with 
him other than to talk to him. 

Q. Well, do you remember that you did ask Lieutenant 
Cook to have— A. Burgess Sewak call that number? 

Q. And you asked him to have him call you at that num¬ 
ber ? 

Mr. Sliawe: Well, he is— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that last. 

The Witness: I don't recall asking specifically to have 
him call me, it is natural to suppose in giving the message 
that Mr. Campbell had called and wants him to call 2702— 
Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well now, had you been on the 
picket line that morning before you went to your office and 
the meeting assembled? A. I had passed several of the 
gates, not all of them. 

10444 Q. What had you seen at those gates? A. I had 
seen the State Police right down at the picket line, 

saw the workmen going to and fro, didn't see any violence. 
However, names were called to the men going in and out of 
the plant. 

Q. Well, were the State Police at the picket lines or— 
A. They were on the picket lines. 

Q. Now then, go back to the conference, what was— A. 
Burgess Sewak stated that lie had not been to Harrisburg 
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and had not made a request of that nature. He stated that 
peaceful picketing was being; interfered with. 

I asked him if picketing as existed on Sunday afternoon, 
Monday and Tuesday was his idea of peaceful picketing. 
He stated it was not. 1 asked him whether the picketing 
that existed through Wednesday and Thursday could be 
misinterpreted as not being peaceful picketing and whether 
the State Police had interfered with peaceful picketing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you read that last answer 
there? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you amplify that last 
just a: bit, please, beginning with Wednesday there, 1 don’t 
quite understand what you mean? 

The Witness: Wednesdav is the first full dav that 

10445 the State Police were actively on the picket line. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see. 

The Witness : Your violence— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Not my violence. 

The Witness: Well, we— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Leave off the “my”. 

The Witness: Well, somebody gave it to us, so we have 
to accept ownership, we had it. 

! Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

10446 The Witness: Violence had been reduced to a 
minimum. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean, beginning with 
Wednesday ? 

The Witness: That’s right, Wednesday and Thursday. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: I see. 

The Witness: And the men rapidly was returning to 
work. However, the pickets did not refrain from the verbal 
abuse, that continued. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, then, if I may ask, you 
were making the point with Burgess Sewak that when the 
State i Police were in full control on Wednesday, that the 
violence was reduced to a minimum? 

The Witness: That’s correct. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: I see, T did not quite understand 
it the way you expressed it. Go ahead, Mr. Moore, I did 
not mean to interrupt. 

The Witness: Burgess Sewak stated that if it had not 
been for the workers, there would have been no violence. 
And in explaining that statement he— 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) What do you mean, “If it had not 
been for the workers,” what do you mean ? A. That is the 
men continuing to work. He stated that this Xogro which 
I believe is known by the name of Sims precipitated the vio¬ 
lence when he emerged from the Upper Franklin Gate on 

Sundav afternoon with a revolver in his hand. 

* 

10447 Q. You mean Sims, you mean Taylor King? A. 
Taylor King, 1 beg your pardon. I said to him, 

“Burgess, that was not the start of violence.” He was con¬ 
siderably amazed and I pulled out a picture that had ap¬ 
peared in the Xew York Times which was made from the 
photograph that was introduced here this morning. 

I said, “Will you look in the upper left hand corner?” 
I said, “That happens to be me,” so I was on the job. 

I said, “Your violence did not start with this Xogro 
leaving the plant and neither did the Xogro have a revolver 
in his hand when he left the plant. The violence started 
shortlv after three o’clock with the attack on a voung fellow 

bv the name of MeCloskov and continued for a ten to fifteen 
• %• 

minute period by the men stepping onto the automobiles 
and insulting and hitting the drivers.” 
lie was very much disconcerted— 

Mr. Shawe: Let’s have what he said, please. 

The Witness: I said to Burgess— 

Mr. Shawe: What did he say? 

Mr. Moore: Well, wait a minute. 

The Witness: Just a minute, just a minute. 

Mr. Shawe: I move to strike, “He was very much con¬ 
cerned.” 

10448 Trial Examiner Bloom: What did you mean when 
you said, “He was very much disconcerted.” How 

did he look? 

The Witness: How did he look? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: Why, he was completely surprised that 
somebody had actual first-hand knowledge of what had 
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taken ^ilace at Franklin that preceded the date as to when 
violence had actually, or the start of violence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How did he express that? 

The Witness: By a complete blank look on his face. lie 
did not know that anybody had been on the scene and saw 
what had taken place at Franklin. 

Mr. Shawe: Did he say that, did Mr. Sewak say that ? 

The Witness: I didn't say that he said that. 

Mr. Shawe: That*s all right, go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, will you go ahead and say 
what you said, tell us what you said. A. That the justifica¬ 
tion for violence, the start of violence, was an issue that 
was going to In* brought up in this case and an endeavor 
was b<[*ing made to place it upon the worker leaving the 
plant as the cause of starting of violence, which is not the 


case. 

I said to Sewak. I said, “Burgess," I said, “how do you 
explain the inactivity of your police up there on Sunday 
afternoon?" i said. “They were in uniform, carry- 
1044!) iing side arms, and they did not make any move to 
give protection." 

I said. “Sewak. isn't it your sworn duty to give protec¬ 
tion to the people that have occasion to pass through your 
borough ?" 

He stated that. “It is," but he would not agree. 

Mr. Shawe: What did he say, please? 

Mr. Moore: Well, he is— 

The Witness: I am telling you. 

Mi*. Shawe: Well, that is not conversation, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, that is a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, tell us the conversation. 

Mr.i Moore: He said—I can say, “I won't agree"— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, lie didn’t say that. 

Mr. Moore: I beg your pardon ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He said he wouldn't agree— 

The Witness: He wouldn't agree to assume his respon- 
sibilitv. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was that what he said? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was that— oh, I see. 

Mr. Moore: All right, go ahead. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 
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The Witness: Then Sewak said, well, lie said, “The 
Bethlehem has brought in strike breakers/’ 1 said, 

10450 “Well, Burgess, we are just as interested in that 
phase of this picture as you are." T said, “Now, in¬ 
stead of dealing in generalities you give this committee the 
facts and we will go to Bethlehem.” 

And when I pressed him for specific information, the 
plural of strike breakers was immediately changed to a 
strike breaker, and 1 still pressed for specific information 
on this particular individual. He stated that he did not 
have the information in his mind, but ho did have it in his 
office and would supply it that evening after returning from 
Pittsburgh. 

He was going to Pittsburgh during the afternoon and 
had arranged to meet me at 7:30 in the evening. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, Mr. Examiner, I don't think this is 
responsive to Mr. Moore's question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh. I think so. go ahead. 

The Witness: He did not show up at 7:30, he did not pro¬ 
duce the information that he had promised, and a 4 a later 
date I wrote him a letter reminding him of the statement 
that lie had made and his neglect to furnish the information 
and until the present moment he has never shown the 
courtesy of answering that letter. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

10451 Mr. Moore: Mr. Campbell, I am not sure whethei 
you stated whether or not Mr. Sewak, or Burgess 

Sewak, said he had or had not gone to Harrisburg. 

The Witness: He denied having gone to Harrisburg and 
also of having made a request of that nature. 

Mr. Moore: Will you mark this for identification. 

(Thereupon, the document above referred to was marked 
as Respondents’ Exhibit 131 for Identification.) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) I show you Respondents’ Exhibit 
131 for Identification, and ask you if you have seen that 
paper before ? 

(Respondents' Exhibit 131 for Identification was passed 
to the witness.) 
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A. I have, this is a carbon copy of a letter addressed and 
mailed to Burgess Sewak in Franklin Boro, Johnstown, 
Pennsylvania. 

Q. That is a copy of the letter to which you referred a 
few moments ago? A. That is. 

Q. It! is written by you to Burgess Sewak and is dated 
what date ? A. July T 1937. 

Mr. Moore: I offer in evidence, Mr. Examiner, Respon¬ 
dents' Exhibit 131 for Identification as Respondents’ Ex¬ 
hibit 131. 

10452 Mr. Shawe: May 1 ask a question, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 


Voir Dire on Respondents' Exhibit 131 for Identification 


Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What was the date that you made 
this request of Burgess Sewak? A. During the morning 
of the conference that 1 had. 

( c ). Well, what was that date? A. It was Friday, the 
ISth, somewhere between nine a.m. and twelve a.m. 

Q. Well, is that the fact ? A. That is the fact. 

Mr. Moore: Xow, what are you talking about when you 
say "this request M ? 

The Witness: I assume— 

Mr. Moore: Xo. 

The Witness: T assume he means a request for informa¬ 
tion. 

Mr. Shawe: The first request? 

Trial Examiner Bloom : We have only been talking about 
one request. 

Mr. Moore: He is talking about this request, now he 
has the letter over there in front of him, I want to know 
if that }s what he was talking about, or whether he was 
talking about the request originally made. 

The Witness: I did not understand it so, I was re- 
10453 ferring to the request of the letter. 

Q- (By Mr. Shawe) I am referring to the confer¬ 
ence when you made this request of Burgess Sewak. 

Mr. Moore: What is the request— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He told us he made a request 
in a conference for certain information, then that he wrote 
a letter subsequently again requesting information. 
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The "Witness: I don't understand the attorney asking 
that question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is as T understood it; is 
that what von mean ? 

Mr. Sliawo: That’s correct. 

The "Witness: The request for information as to who the 
strike breaker was and the details pertinent to it was re¬ 
quested on Friday, the 18th, somewhere between nine a.m. 
and twelve a.m. 

Mr. Sliawe: That is correct, that is what I meant the 
first time. 

Mr. Moore: You mean twelve noon? 

The "Witness: Or twelve noon, I beg your pardon, twelve 
p.m. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Did you type the original? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: "Wait a minute, you don't mean 
twelve p.m., you mean twelve noon? 

The "Witness: Or twelve at noon. 

10454 Mr. Sliawe: Strike that. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Is this a carbon of the letter 
that was mailed to Burgess Sewak? A. That is a carbon 
of the letter mailed to the Burgess. 

Q. Was this carbon made at the same time the original 
letter was typed? A. That is the way we do it in our office. 
Q. I am asking you is that the way it was done ? A. It is. 
Q. Who typed the letter? A. One of the girls. 

Q. What was her name ? A. I believe Dorothy Speicher. 
Q. Will you spell it, please? A. S-p-e-i-c-h-e-r, 
D-o-r-o-t-h-v. 

Q. Was she an employee of the Citizens’ Committee? A. 
She was in the employ of the Citizens’ Committee at that 
time. 

Q. Is she in the employ of the Citizens’ Committee at the 
present time? A. You certainly understand that the 
Citizens' Committee has no employees at the present time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you answer the question, 
please? 

The Witness: She is not. 

10455 Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) When did she cease to be an 
employee of the Citizens’ Committee? A. I can’t 

answer that. 
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Mr. Moore: Is this trying* to qualify this letter, or is this 
cross-examination, Mr. Examiner? 

Mr. Sliawe: I am trying to qualify the letter. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) How long was she an employee of 
the Citizens’ Committee? 

Mr. Moore: I don’t see that that has anything to do 
with it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How does that qualify it? 

Mr. Shawe: I want to find, I want to identify the per¬ 
son that typed the letter. I think that is pertinent in 
qualifying the document. 

Mr. Moore: The witness testified this was a carbon copy 
of a letter prepared in the office. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You can go into all of that other 
thing on cross-examination, I can’t see that that goes to the 
qualification. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you dictate the letter to Miss 
Speicher? A. I certainly did. 

Q. Did you dictate it from your pencil notes, or did you 
dictate it from memory? A. I don’t keep notes, sir. 
10450 Q. Answer the question, please. A. I did not. 

Q. Who was present when you dictated the letter ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If anybody was present? 

The Witness: The stenographer. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) And where was the letter dictated? 
A. The office, in the office. 

Q. What office? A. The Citizens’ Committee office. 

Q. And where was that office located ? A. Six hundred 
and, maybe, two—600 Main Street. 

Q. What was the name of the building ? A. Swank Build¬ 
ing. 

Q. And were they the same offices where the Chamber of 
Commerce had their offices? A. It was not. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, this is cross-examination, I 
don’t think this has anything to do with the qualification of 
the letter, I can’t see it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Shawe, I think your ques¬ 
tions should be confined to the matters having to do with 
the qualification of the letter. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you read the letter after it was 
typed? A. I signed the letter after it was typed, 
10457 after reading it. 
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( t >. Well, where lias this document been since the time it 
was typed/ 

Mr. Moore: What document are you referring to? 

Mr. Sliawe: Respondents- Exhibit 131 for Identifica¬ 
tion. 

Mr. Moore: Is that an attack upon the document as— 

Mr. Sliawe: I am not attacking anything, Mr. Moore. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think he is entitled to find 
out whether this witness has had the document in his pos¬ 
session. 

Mr. Moore: Well, does it make any difference? The wit¬ 
ness says this is a carbon copy, I don't care, I don't know, 
if you are going to cross-examine, all very well, but the 
witness says this is a carbon copy of the letter that was 
written in his office. 

Mr. Sliawe: Do you have any objections to the witness 
answering that question? 

Mr. Moore: I don't object to the witness— 

Mr. Sliawe: Let him answer the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Where has that document been since 
the day it was typed and up until the time Mr. Moore pro¬ 
duced it here? A. It was in a file that was turned 
10458 over from the Citizens' Committee office that was on 
the third floor. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Turned over to whom? 

The Witness: After the Citizens' Committee had closed 
up their active work, the stuff was taken out of a room on 
the lower floor and brought to my office on the sixth floor. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You said “mv office.’' What 
office do you mean ? 

The Witness: The office in which I work. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) What office do you work in ? A. In 
the Chamber of Commerce office. 

Q. And how long was that document in the Chamber of 
Commerce office? A. Oh, I can't answer that. 

Q. Well, when was it taken out of the Chamber of Com¬ 
merce office? A. Why, it was taken out of there yester¬ 
day. 

Q. Did you give it to Mr. Moore yesterday? A. I did. 

Q. Did Mr. Moore ask you to give it to him? A. He did 
not, remember, you could have had this same letter. 

Q. I am not asking you about that, Mr. Campbell. 
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Mr. Moore: Well, I think it ought to be clear, T am not 
sure whether Mr. Campbell understands. I asked 
10450 him to let me have it so I could produce it today, and 
if that is what you mean— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you tell Mr. Moore that you had 
written such a letter? A. I did. 

Q. When did you tell him ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, this is going into the cross- 
examination, Mr. Shawe, do you have any objections to the 
document ? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the letter, it is immaterial, irrele¬ 
vant and incompetent. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be received as Respond¬ 
ents' Exhibit 131. 

(Thereupon, the document heretofore marked “Respond¬ 
ents' Exhibit Xo. 131 for Identification/' was marked Re¬ 
spondents' Exhibit Xo. 131, in evidence.) 

Direct Examination (Continued) 

Q. ( By Mr. Moore) Mr. Campbell, did you say at that 
meeting that you have described as a meeting with Mr. 
Sewak and others, “I want you to go to Harrisburg and 
see the Governor and have the Governor instruct the State 
Police and the highway patrol to go out on the road in and 
about Johnstown and stop the coal miners from coming 
in?” A. I did not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, when vou 

10460 asked that question and similar questions, don't you 

think vou should ask, “That or substantiallv that”? 
• • 

Mr. Moore: Yes, I was going to. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you ask any question which was 
substantially the question which I have read? A. I did 
not, I had no knowledge of miners moving in at that time. 

Q. Did you say to him that if lie would go, you would see 
that he got there ? A. I did not. 

Q. Did you say that he could go by car? A. I did not. 

Q. Did you say that you would drive him down there if 
he would go? A. I certainly did not. 

Q. Did you say that you would send a driver to accom¬ 
pany him ? A. I did not. 

Q. Or did you say that he could get down by train or go 
down by plane? A. I did not. 
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Q. Did you hear any one at that meeting say that he 
would accompany Durness Scwak to Harrisburg if he would 
go there? A. Xo such statements were made during the 
conference. 

Q. You mean by any one? A. By any one during the 
conference. 


104-61 Q. Xow will you tell us who was at that conference, 
or meeting, whatever it is called? You referred— A. 
Heckman, Martin, Geis, Fiig and myself. 

Q. That is, those are the members? A. Of the Execu¬ 
tive Committee. 


(,). And who else besides the Executive Committee and 
Burgess Scwak. anyone? A. Burgess Sewak. 

( t ). Those were the only ones present? A. Yes. 

Q. Well now, then, was anything further said by anyone 
to Burgess Sewak or by him to you after you had asked 
him about supplying the information as to the strike¬ 
breaker? A. Other than trying to fix a time to meet him 
that evening upon his return from Pittsburgh. 

Q. When you said Geis, you referred to Carl Geis? A. 
That's right. 

Q. I am not sure that you used the first name. A. Yes. 

( t ). Well then, after Burgess Sewak went away, what did 
you and tlu* other members of the committee, or any of you, 
do. if you did anything? A. I immediately called liar- 
10462 risburg trying to reach the Governor's secretary to 
make an engagement for representatives of our own 
to interview the Governor so that the State Police would 
not be taken off of the picket lines at the upper— 

Q. When you say representatives of your own, you mean 
representatives of the—A. That's right. 

Q. —Executive Committee 01 the Citizens' Committee? 
A. That's correct. The Burgess could have done it by 
telephone if he had made such a request, he could have re¬ 
scinded it by telephone. In our case we would have re¬ 
quired a personal interview in order to have established 
our position. 

The operator informed me that the secretary to the Gov¬ 
ernor was on his way to Johnstown. Again I called the 
headquarters of the State Police at the Public Safety Build¬ 
ing and asked them if the Governor's secretary, Prender- 
gast, made his appearance on the picket line to have him 
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call 2702. 1 started calling boll) the Hendler Hotel a ml the 
Stamvix Hotel to fiiul out whether lie had registered. After 
the second or third— 


Q. By “lie" you mean who? A. The Governor's secre¬ 


tary. 

( t ). Prendergast ? A. He was the only one that I 

10463 knew was on his way to Johnstown at that time. 

Q. That is Prendergast ? A. That's correct. On 
the second or third call to the hotel the operator says— 
Mr: Shawe: Mr. Examiner, how is this material? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. Every 
little statement, Mr. Shawe, doesn't necessarily have to be 
material of itself. it it is connected. 

The Witness: “Mi-. Bashore is in the 110101.'’ 

] said, “Will you put Mr. Bashore—" 
lie is the secretary of labor and industry in the Gover¬ 
nor's cabinet—“put him on." so Mr. Bashore answered 
the telephone and I told him that we were anxious to have 
a conference with he and Prendergast. 

1 le Isa id. “All right, come to the hotel at 4 p. m." We had 
the conference in the lobby of the Stamvix. 

( t >. (By Mr. Moore) That means that you did go to the 
hotel ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who went representing the committee? A. Francis 
Martin, myself. Frank Geis, A. M. (bister. Reverend Stan¬ 
ton, Father Hebron, and Father Woloshuk, seven in our 
party and two in theirs. 

( t ). Well now, my <|UCstion perhaps wasn't clear. I asked 
you who went: had Father Woloshuk and Father 

10464 Hebron been in the conference previously with you? 


A. They had not, you see, this was in the middle of 
the afternoon. The conference of the Executive Committee 
and Burgess Sewak took place in the forenoon just before 
lunch. 

O. And how did Father Woloshuk and Father Hebron 
happen to he there? A. I called Francis Martin as chair¬ 
man, told him that tin* Governor's party was in town and 
that they bad arranged to meet us at four o'clock at the 
Stamvix Hotel, and it was only a comparatively short in¬ 
terval, possibly thirty minutes in order to get to a party, 
or in order to get together a party, to have a conference. 
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Q. That is in order to meet the appointment at four 
o'clock? A. To meet the appointment at four o’clock. 
Frank Geis came into the office and I said, 4 "Frank," I said, 
“you take the one side of Main Street and if you can see 
any of these people have them come down to the confer¬ 
ence. *' And I went to the other side. 

Q. Whom do you mean by “these people’*? A. That had 
been at the Citizens’ Committee and were considered as 
members of the committee at the Elks meeting or at the 
meeting at the high school on Thursday evening. So we 
linallv got the crowd of seven together at four 
10460 o'clock and the conference started. 

Q. Who were there besides those you have named 
as having been—A. Well, the two out of the Governor's 
party. 

Q. That is tin* two representatives; I said besides those 
representing the Citizens' Committee: there were the two 
out of the Governor's party? A. The Governor’s secre¬ 
tary, Prcndergast, and a member of the Governor's cabi¬ 
net. Secretary Ralph Bashore, the Department of Labor 
and Industry. 

Q. All right. Now will you go on and tell us what hap¬ 
pened at the conference? A. Being spokesman for the 
crowd T stated to Prcndergast and Bashore that we were 
considerably concerned over the report that the Burgess of 
Franklin had requested the Governor’s office to recall the 
State Police from the picket line and put them back at a 
point of observation. 

They informed us that their party consisted of five mem¬ 
bers. 1 believe one of the men was named Sullivan. I can't 
recall the other two names. They said they had been dis¬ 
patched to Johnstown by the Governor for the specific 
purpose of first-hand collecting information and relaying 
it to the Governor’s office. 

Q. Information as to what? A. As to the general con¬ 
ditions in the strike territory, which included the city 
proper. 

10466 They asked about vigilantes and I stated that 
there never was a vigilante in Johnstown, after we 
agreed on what constituted a vigilante and our minds 
agreed when we stated that a vigilante was a person who 


hi? 44 1>KTi 1. S'! KKL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LA 15011 IlF.L. l;OAKI>. 


voluntarily took up arms or other instruments to enforce 
law of his own initiative. 

We assured him, or I stated that the Citizens' Committee 
at all times had counselled tolerance and that we had in¬ 
sisted that there lv no impulsive action and that we would 
guarantee Ids party that there never was and we would 
not. or we would, continue to use our efforts that there never 
would he any vigilantes in the community. 

Bashore looked the crowd over. There was two that was 
identified by their dress as being: with the clergy. 

(.). Who were they ! A. Father Hehron and Father Wol- 
osliuk. lie pointed his linger to Custer, he said, “What is 
your business connection ?" (Pointing). (’lister 
104(>7 stated it. 

Mr. Shawe: What did Custer state? 

The Witness: That he was identified with the Penn 
Traffic Company, lie asked Francis Martin. Francis told 


him that lie was— 

< t >. (By Mr. Moore) What did he ask Francis Martin? 
A. What business lie was identified with. He told him the 
bankj Frank (ieis was asked a similar question and stated 
that he was in tile furniture business. lie didn't ask me 
that question because 1 have known Bashore and lie knew 
my identification. 


Bashore became extremely— 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Fxaminer, I am going to interrupt here 
and I make a motion that we have what was said— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what was said. 

( c ). (By Mr. Moore) Make it as clear as you can, what 
lie said and how lie said it, you can be as emphatic as you 
like. A. Bashore said that the pickets were denied their 
proper rights, that they had not been permitted to carry 
off picketing to the point of reaching success. 

Q. All riirht. go right ahead, anythin.!*: else that was said: 
was then* anythin'*; else that was done? A. And he stated 
that he b:n! ik- n out over tlie picket lines previous to our 
meet inn them at the hotel, and that they found no unusual 
violence, conditions wen* comparatively quiet. 

1041)8 Frank Hi is. T believe, said, ‘‘Well, Secretary, may 
it not be possible that your coming was pro-an¬ 
nounced and that these conditions were more or less favor¬ 
able for vour observation ? ,? 
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Q. Did lie make an answer? A. He did not. Baslioro 
immediately snapped back with a (piestion by the stroke 
of his linger, he said, “Will you vole for Mayor Shields for 
Governor?" To Father Hebron. Ilebron said, “He'd not 
only make a good Governor but he may make a good Presi¬ 
dent." 

Mr. Moore: May the record show, please, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, that when the witness stated what Bashore said, that 
he pointed Ids linger? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did he? Did you? 

The Witness: Yes. he stuck his finger out. 

Trial Examiner Bioom: The record may so show. 

Mr. Moore: Pointing his linger at the person he was 
addressing ? 

The Witness: At the person he was addressing the 
(piestion to. After he got the answer from Father Hebron, 
he proceeded on around the semi-circle and in the same 
manner interrogated each one until he got a specific an¬ 
swer. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) That is, he was pointing his 
10400 finger each time at the person to whom he had ad¬ 
dressed the question? A. That's correct. 

( t ). All right, wili you go ahead and tell us anything else* 
that was said or done? A. There were several inter—or 
periods, that Bashore and Prendergast left that conference 
and conferred with people on the other side of the room. 
At one time Kabbi Grauowitz came in and called Prender¬ 
gast over to the other side of the lobby and talked to him. 
The other men 1 do not know. 

It came to five o'clock and Secretary Bashore announced 
that he had a conference scheduled with Mr. Sidnev Evans 
and would have to leave the conference. 

Q. Did he? A. He did leave the conference. The other 
men in the conference prepared to leave. Prendergast 
stepped to the side. The conference was held in the space 
that backs up against the main dining room and faces the 
main entrance of the hotel. Prendergast stepped over to 
the column nearest to the cigar stand and he called me over. 

He said, “Campbell,” he said, “you have been a damn 
good fellow." He said. “You have done wonderful work 
with us and for us on flood control." He said, “Won't 
you back up and get out of tills thing?" 
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10470 “Prendergast, this tiling is too damned vicious." 

Q. That is what you said? A. “To retrench at this 

time." 

Q. That is what you said? A. That is what I said. 

Q. Go ahead. A. Prendergast stated, ‘‘Campbell," he 
said, “on three different occasion* this afternoon, while 
going over the picket lines 1 overheard remarks that you 
are a marked man.” 

I stated to Prendergast. “ Prondergast, if the future is 
going to be as bad as what we are enduring now, life is not 
worth living and you can go down and tell those sons of 
bitches to come up and do the job this afternoon." That 
finished the conference. 

Q. Was anybody else present, any one overhear the con¬ 
versation ? 

Mr. Sliawe: Mr. Examiner, how can the witness answer 
that question ? 

Mr. Moore: Well, I will— 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, now— 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) I will say, was any one else in a po¬ 
sition to overhear the conversation? 

Mr. Sliawe: I object to that question. 

1047,1 Trial Examiner Bloom: lie may answer. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Who was it? A. Father Woloshuk. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How far away was he? 

The Witness: Oh. within a foot or two of the column. 
Prendergast was standing with his back to the column and 
I was facing him. and Woloshuk was around to the other 
side of the column. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How thick is the column? 

The Witness: The column is, roughly, 22 to 24 inches 
square. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) I am not sure that I understand 
what you mean when you say lie was around the other side 
of the column. A. Well, there are four faces to a column. 

Q. Yes. A. It is square. 

Q. Yes. A. Prendergast was standing with ills back 
against one face, then at a right angle the other face, Wolo¬ 
shuk was around at that side. 
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( c >. Now, you [spoke* about, you] stated to us, [ rather,j 
that Mr. Preiulcrgast pointed }iis tinner at each one 
1(472 of tile moil? A. Seerotary Basliore, if you please. 

( t >. Oil, was it Basliore, excuse mo? A. Yos. 

( t ). But you did not say what answer lie .not? A. lie got 
varied answers. My answer was that I was not interested 
in polities, that we had a job to do here in the interest of 
the community. 

(J. Was anything said by you or any other member of 
your party as to what the interest of the Citizens* Com¬ 
mittee was in tile strike? 

Mr. Shawo: What does that question mean? 

Trial Kxaminer Bloom: Was anything else said in the 
conversation that you haven’t told us about? 

The Witness: It was stated to the Governor's secretary 
and Secretary Bashoro that the Citizens* Committee was 
interested in the enforcement of law and order, so that the 
normal pursuits of the community could be carried oil and 
we certainly were looking to the regular constituted gov¬ 
ernmental bodies to provide that law and order. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you see Burgess Sewak in the 
hotel that afternoon? A. 1 didn't see Burgess 
1(472 Sewak that afternoon. Some time after dinner that 
evening Burgess Sewak came into the lobby of the 

hotel. 


Q. When you were there? A. Yes. The operator, the 
telephone operator's booth is just to the left of the office 
and he inquired for the Governor’s secretary. 

Q. What did you hear? A. Just the inquiry for the Gov¬ 
ernor's secretary. 

(J. Do you know whether Burgess Sewak got in ton *h 
with tile Governor’s secretary? A. 1 cannot answer that. 

(). Well, now, then, what did you do after that? A. A 
littie later on in the evening 1 went to the Democrat, and 
while talking to Frank Jordan, a call, incoming, was re¬ 
ceived by Jordan who had a pad lying beside the telephone 
and he started to write a message, or a release, rather, 
that the State Police would be removed from the picket line 
and placed back at the point of observation. 

lie signed the name “Prcndergast" under it. When lie 
completed the call, lie turned to me and said, “That is the 
Governor’s secreta ry. * 5 
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Q. Well, what did he say about die message, if anything, 
what, if anything, did he say about the message that 

10474 he had written? A. Why, that the Governor's sec¬ 
retary had called him and gave him the press re¬ 
lease. 

Q. That is, that he had written on the pad, you mean ? 
A. That's correct, that he had received word from the 
Governor's office that the State Police would be taken off 
of the picket lines and putt back at a point of observation. 

q). Now, will you go ahead, please. Mr. Campbell, and take 
up Saturday. June 19th? A. Saturday, June 19th, things 
started to happen pretty fast there. Along about 7:30 1 
was in the office and Stanton called. He said, “I am coming- 
in." lie came in, was there for a short time and left. 

Q. Well, now, had anything happened Friday night that 
caused you to go down early on Saturday morning? A. 
Other than the information that had come in over the wires 
of the intended action of the Governor in the event that 
Bethlehem would not meet his request to close the plant, 
that the Governor would— 

( t >. About what time did you get that information over the 
wire? A. Oh, rather in the wee hours of the morning. I 
cannot place the hours because I wasn't working with a 
watch. When I got sleepy 1 just stopped and slept 

10475 an hour or two and then started out again. 

i Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, 1 think you 

inadvertently interrupted the witness as he—I don't think 

he has finished his answer. He said “would" and then vou 

% 

put a question. 

Mr. Moore: I am sorry, perhaps wo had better go back. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you read that, please? 
Am I correct, Mr. Campbell? 

The Witness: T think you are correct. 

Mr. Moore: Will you go back, please, and read that? 

(The reporter read as follows: 

“Other than the information that had come in over the 
wires of the intended action of the Governor in the event 
that Bethlehem would not meet his request to close the 
plant, that the Governor would—") 

The Witness: That the Governor would close the plant. 
Mr. Moore: Might it not be better and save us a lot of 
trouble if the answer could be put in in the right place? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Pu. the answer in and chop 
everything since. 

Mr. Moore: Well, ii' lie just finishes with he would 

close the plain,*' put in three words, then the rest of it 
will follow. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We have a whole lot of 
1 047(3 colloquy in here. 

Mr. Moore: But the rest will follow. All I asked 
was the question, I asked a question an instant too soon. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, hut then T called some¬ 
thing to your attention and asked the witness, and all that 
will appear in the record. If we do it that way we can 
strike out everything. 

Mr. Moore: Xo, I don't want to strike out his explana¬ 
tion of what caused him to irel down there earlv. 

V * 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We had better leave it the way 
it is. 

Mr. Moore: All right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, Mr. Moore. 
10477 ( t >. (By Mr. Moore) Well, will you go ahead. 

please—after you got to your office, Mr. Stan ion had 
telephoned you, and you had gotten to your office—now, go 
ahead with it, that way. A. Stanton was there a short time 
and left. 

Q. Well, did you go directly from your home to the office? 
You say you got there at 7 :’>0. Had you done anything 
before that? A. I think 1 went directly from my residence 
to the office that particular morning. 

C c ). Well, you say you got to your office at 7:30? A. Xo, 
I was there previous to that. He called at 7:30. 

Q. About what time did you get to your office, about? A. 
Well, it was previous to seven o'clock, because I had to 
walk up: the elevators hadn't started operating. 

Q. All right. A. After Stanton left I called for Fred 
Thomas, who Is associated with the SWOO, being a mem¬ 
ber of the United Mine Workers, and asked Fred to come 
to the office, which he did. Discussed the situation with 
him. 

Q. Xow, at that time had you seen the morning papers? 
A. I had seen the morning paper. 

Q. Had they contained anything that caused you to act? 

A. Yes. Thev—there were two editions on Saturdav. 

• * 
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There was a special edition issued possibly the mid- 
10478 die of the morning, but the regular edition carried a 
'scare line of the Governor's telegram to Mr. Grace 
of the 1 Bethlehem Steel, together with the details that had 
led up to it, including the telephone call of Dave Lawrence, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth to the Sheriff of Cambria 
County, telling him that “somebody is coming to visit you,*’ 
and then the sheriff subsequently going to talk to the offi¬ 
cials Of Bethlehem and telling them that there is going to 
be a “party** here, and they don't know how bad it is going 
to be. 

ThOn the sheriff's subsequent telegram to—telephone 
conversation, supplemented by a telegram to the Gover¬ 
nor's office. 


Now that was the substance of the article that appeared 

in the first edition, and it certainly was sufficient to cause 

vou considerable consternation. 

% 

Q. All right: now will you go ahead with your confer¬ 
ence? A. 1 said to Thomas, I said, “Fred," I said, ‘‘you 
are otit of the United Mine Workers, certainly you know 
where to stop this march of miners on Johnstown, which, 
is the thing being used by the Governor as his reasons for 
drastic action." 


The members of our Executive Committee started to as- 
' semble. As they came in, 1 had them meet Thomas. 
1047$> The conference was not too long. 

Fred says, “Campbell, I appreciate the thing." 
He said, “I regret it." he said, “there isn't anything that 
I can do now." 

Q. All right. Go right ahead. Did he go away or did he 
stay? A. He left. Then a little later in the morning 
Sheriff Boyle appeared at a request made by Carl Gois, 
to meet the Executive Committee and I believe Senator 
Baunier. I believe Senator Baumcr was invited in, also. 

Mr. Heckman requested that the sheriff send a telegram 
countermanding the one that had been sent during the 
night. 

By that time the special edition had been out with the 
announcement of the Governor's proclamation.—asking th».» 
sheriff to send a countermanding telegram so as to remove 
the implement that the Governor had used as the occasion 
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for the issuing of the proclamation declaring modified mar¬ 
tial law. 

The sheriff stated that the matter was out of his hands 
and he could do nothing about it, or would not do anything 
about it. 

Mr. Sliawe: Well, which did he say? 

The Witness: That lie would not do anything about it. 
That it was out of his hands. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well now. going back a little 

10480 bit, at the time when Fred Thomas was at the con¬ 
ference. or at your office, what members of the Exec¬ 
utive Committee were there? You said the members of the 
Executive came in. Did all of them come in, and were 
there, when Thomas was there? A. I think Reverend Stan¬ 
ton came in. He was not a member of the Executive Com¬ 
mittee. I think he came back. Uh—Martin, Heckman, Fiig, 
Carl Geis, and myself were there, and also, I think, Frank 
Geis came in. 

Q. And you think all of those men were there before—A. 
During the period that the sheriff was there. 

Q. Well, how many of them were there during the period 
when Thomas was there? A. I think just the members of 
the Executive Committee itself. 

Q. Well—A. I could be mistaken on it, because the times 
are so near overlapping. 

Q. Do you remember whether or not Stanton had come 
back at that time, and was present when Thomas was there? 
A. It is very possible that he could have. 

Q. Well, what was—was anything further said to Boyle, 
Sheriff Boyle, and what did he do, if anything? A. He 
stated there was nothing that he would do. You see. the 
only place that the sheriff could help the situation 

10481 was to undo his act a few hours earlier. 

Q. And that, he refused to do? A. That is correct. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, tell us,—have you told us 
substantially what they all said? 

The Witness: That is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We will take care of the char¬ 
acterization. Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well now, will you go ahead with 
that day ? Was anything else done by any of the gentlemen, 
or yourself ? A. The conference concluded. Reverend 





o'Jo‘2 
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Stanton stayed in the office. It was approaching noon hour. 
We wanted to reach (diaries P. Taft, the chairman of the 
Mediations Board that had been created by the Department 
of Labor of the United States. 

That committee had issued a statement through the 
press, that they were asking for status quo to exist in the 
industrial sections until the Mediations Board could have 
time to function. 

Q. ( ! By Mr. Moore) That is. in the industrial sections 
where 1 there were strikes’ A. Throughout the United 
States, because it was a Federal Board. With that in 
mind— 

Mr. Sliawe: Mr. Examiner, hasn't this already 

10482 been covered once/ What is the necessity of going- 
over that again. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, of course, 1 think we do 
have the story of the Mediations Board end. 

Mr. Moore: Well— 

The Witness: It suits me. 

Mr. Moore: I understand. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is, 1 mean unless Mr. 
Campbell has something to add, that we do not already 
have. 

MrJ Moore: 1 do not want to go into it at length, but as 
l said, this man was more active than anybody else, 1 
thought perhaps lie could tell us something. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now that we have interrupted you, 
Mr. Campbell, you told its who were present in the confer¬ 
ence when Sheriff Boyle was there. I think you said that 
Carl Geis was there. I have forgotten whether or not you 
said that Frank Geis was there. A. I think that Frank was 
there. Both boys were there. 

Q. Xow that conference with Sheriff Boyle was on what 
day? A. Saturday morning, the 19th. 

Q. Did you have any other conference with Sheriff Boyle? 

1 A. I did not attend any other conference with him. 

10483 Q. Either on that day or any day subsequent ? A. 
That is correct. He was invited to another confer¬ 
ence, but refused to attend. 

Mr. Shaw: Tell us what he said, please. 

The Witness: He refused to attend and stated that in 
effect— 
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Mr. Shawe: Did you invite him? Did you invite him? 
Tin* Witness: I did not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How do you know he was in¬ 
vited ? 

The Witness: Mr. Geis so states. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Which Mr. Geis? A. I believe Mr. 
Carl. 

Trial Kxaminer Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 
Mr. Shawe: I move to strike, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be stricken. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well now, after the conversation to 
which reference has been made, between Mr. Stanton and 
Mr. (diaries P. Taft, over the telephone, what if anything 
happened with reference to the meetings of the committee, 
with reference to the strike, or the closing of the plant? 
A. As a part of the news pertaining to martial law, the 
statement appeared that Colonel Janewav would take over 
tin* police—the State Police duties in Johnstown. I imme¬ 
diately repeated the operation that I had used on two for¬ 
mer occasions by calling the police headquarters of 

10484 the State Police and notifying them that just as soon 
as Colonel Janeway reached town, that we would 

like to have a conference. 

I also called the hotel and after a short interval Attornev 
Margiotti—Attorney General Margiotti was put on the 
line, and he said, “Yes,” he said, “Colonel Janeway is in.” 

I said, “Sorry, will you arrange for a confer- 

10485 ence?” 

Q. Between whom? A. And he did. 

Q. Between whom? Conference between whom? A. 
Stanton— 

Q. That is, what did you say? You said arrange for a 
conference—A. For a small committee coming out of the 
Citizens’ Committee. 

Q. All right, go ahead, tell us what happened. A. We 
went to the conference and asked— 

Q. Well, what time was it? A. Perhaps 3:30 or four 
o'clock. And asked them if they would not intercede in 
behalf of the community, to request the Governor to re¬ 
scind that part of martial law that provided for the closing 
of the plants. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, I do not think lie has 
told us who was—lie said. “Asked them/’ but I do not 
think he has told us specifically— 

The Witness: Why, Attorney General Margiotti and 
Colonel Janeway. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) And who were present besides your¬ 
self and those two men ? A. Reverend Stanton and I think 
Senator Baumer. 

Q. All right, go ahead and tell us what was said. 
104S6 Mr. Shawe: Who were the other people that were 
present ? 

The Witness: Well, the five, T believe, was the total. 

Mr. Shawe: Where did that take place? 

The Witness: On one of the upper floors of the Fort 
Stanwix Hotel, in a suite of rooms in the rear of the build¬ 
ing, possibly the fourth or fifth floor. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) All right, you may go ahead, tell us 
what was said and done. A. Margiotti said he was quite 
sympathetic with our request. 

Q. Well, did you—what was the—A. —and stated that 
they would relay our request to the Governor. Tie asked— 
he said, “Are you people satisfied with the martial law?” 

I answered him. “Charles we are doing nothing that vio¬ 
lates the civil law, and certainly we cannot be embarrassed 
under martial law." 

Q. Well. now. what did you mean by that? A. Why, the 
only difference between civil law and martial law is in the 
method of administering it. The same laws exist. But 
you transfer from a civil court to a military court, for the 
execution of it. 

In other words, under martial law, your military 
10487 court supercedes your civil courts, and that did not 
happen in Johnstown. So the fact of the matter is, 
we did not have martial law. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to what it—I object to “the fact 
of the matter is," Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what did happen. I 
don’t think that has really been told fully, yet, Mr. Moore. 
If this man knows, it might be a good time to have it told. 

Mr. Moore: Well. 1 am trying to develop it. 

Trid.1 Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 
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0. (By Mr. Moore) You had gone tliere for some pur¬ 
pose. Now you told Mai ^iotti that you were satisfied with 
martial law. A. After the question was asked, as to 
whether we had any complaint on that part of the procla¬ 
mation providing for martial law, the part of the proclama¬ 
tion that we had llio complaint on was the unfairness of the 
closing of the plant, which prohibited those men from work¬ 
ing. who so desired, to provide for their families, by selling 
their wages to somebody for honest money. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, was this what you said 
to him.’ I mean, was all this told to Mr. Margiotti ? 

The Witness: That was part of the conversation. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

104S8 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, I am still not quite clear 
—the record may not show clearly—what was the 
proclamation of the Governor? A. Point one was to dis¬ 
arm all vigilantes. Point two— 

Q. Well, I did not mean to trouble you to go into an analy¬ 
sis of it. because it is in evidence. But what was ordered, 
generally speaking, give me—A. That the plant should be 
closed, and only sufficient men permitted in to take care of 
emergency maintenance over the period that the plant 
would be closed. 

Q. Now, is that all that the proclamation did? A. It 
removed the Mayor and the city police force from juris¬ 
diction within the strike zone. 

Q. Where did the martial law come in? A. You say, 
“Where did the martial law come in?’’ 

Q. Yes. 

Mr. Sliawc: What does that mean? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I thought there wasn't martial 
law here. Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore: Well, what is that ? You thought there was? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 thought there was not mar¬ 
tial law. 

Mr. Moore: Well, modified martial law, perhaps, but I 
can't get—if the order of the Governor was to close 
10489 the plant, and that was the complete order, to close 
the plant. I want to know where the martial law—you 
talked about martial law— 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) What was the order of the Gover¬ 
nor? What did it really do? A. The disarming of the vig- 
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ilantes, the taking of the Mayor mul the city police out of 
jurisdiction in the strike z-».:e and the manning of the gates 
by the State Police, instead of the pickets, which was in¬ 
cident to the closing of the plant. 

Q. "What do you mean by ‘‘incident to the closing of the 
plant"? Was one necessary to the other? A. Well, you 
certainly can't tell me not to go into some place, and then 
walk away. If I am not to go in, if you are going to keep 
me out, why, you will have to stay at the door to keep me 
out, so that was a part of it. 

On Saturday night, at midnight, the State Police simply 
took over the picket duties at the gates, and the pickets 
went home, or left the scene of where they were picketing. 

(,). Well, was that martial law, or was that closing the 
plant? A. It certainly was not martial law, as I have lived 
under martial law. 

1041*0 ! Trial Examiner Bloom: Have you ever lived 
under martial law, Mr. Oampbell? 

Tlie Witness: For eleven months. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Where was that? 

Tile Witness: In the army. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean, you were in the 
armv ? 

The Witness: Oh, yes. 

Trial Examiner Bioom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, go back to the time of the 
flood here in 1036, was martial law declared here, then? A. 
It was not. 

Q. Were the plants closed ? A. They were not. 

Q. By order of the Governor? A. They were not, other 
than by an act of God. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, were thev closed? 

/ • 

The|Witness: Temporarily, there were parts that were 
actually flooded out, that while they were being rehabili¬ 
tated, those particular sections—the entire plant was not 

closed at anv one time. Neither— 

% 

Mr.!Shawe: Just a minute, now, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is nothing pending. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well now, was the order to which 
you have referred as affecting so-called vigilantes, 
10491 and the placing of the men back from the gates, a 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR BEL. BOARD. 5257 

part of the proclamation, or was that pursuant to subse¬ 
quent action’ A. That was orders. 

Mr. Shawe: Wait a minute, I object to the form of the 
question, Mr. Examiner. I do not think it is clear. 

The Witness: The closing of the plant— 

Mr. Shawe: Just a minute. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. Go ahead. 
The Witness: The actual closing of the plant, and the 
placing of the State Police on the picket line certainly was 
an order issued by Colonel Janeway at somebody’s instruc¬ 
tions. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I object to this witness 
drawing his conclusions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, “as coming from some¬ 
one's instructions" may go out. The rest of the answer 

stavs in. 

* 

Mr. Moore: Perhaps— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you through with this 
phase of it? 

Mr. Moore: Well, I am not quite sure. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, 9:30. 

Mr. Shawe: Will you instruct the Witness Mr. Exam¬ 
iner? 

10492 Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, yes, Mr. Campbell, 
I don't want you to discuss your testimony in any 
way at all. 

(Whereupon, at 5:30 o’clock p. m., February 23rd, 193S, 
the hearing was adjourned to 9:30 o’clock a. m., February 
24th, 1938.) 
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10497 “Caption in Board Case designated as Xo. 0-170 
R-177” 

Banquet Room. Hendler Hotel, Johnstown, Pennsyl¬ 
vania. Thursday, February 24, 193S. 

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing pursuant 
to adjournment, at 9:30 o'clock a. m. 

Before: 

Frank Bloom, Trial Examiner. 

Appearances: 

Martin I. Rose. Esq., and Earle K, Shawe, Esq., 
("Washington, D. 0.), Attorneys on behalf of the 
National Labor Relations Board. 

Hoyt A. Moore. Esq., E. Fontaine Broun, Esq., and 
Eugene E. Ford, Esq., (of the firm of Oravath, de 
Gersdorff, Swaine & Wood), 15 Broad Street. New 
York, X. Y.. Attorneys on behalf of the Respondents. 


10498 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come 
to order. 

In accordance with the statement T made vosterdav con- 

% « 

corning Board's Exhibit 245 for Identification, which I did 
not yesterday refer to by the number, which I did refer 
to as having been identified by the Witness Moses, my at¬ 
tention was called to the fact that I reserved ruling on this 
document rather than having admitted it in evidence, as I 
thought that I had done. 

At this time I admit Board's Exhibit 245 for Identifica¬ 
tion, in evidence, as Board's Exhibit 245. 

(Thereupon, the document heretofore marked “Board's 
Exhibit Xo. 245 for Identification," was marked as Board's 
Exhibit Xo. 245. in evidence.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There were some objections to 
the receipt in evidence of the exhibit which are overruled. 

Mr. Moore: Well, if I may just call your attention to 
this, Mr. Examiner, if you are admitting this paper on the 
basis of the similarity of the ruling, the objections have no 
relation to each other whatever. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the objections may be 
different, but I think the qualification of the documents 
were almost identical. 

10499 Mr. Moore: But it is a question of admission in 
evidence. I was invoking the best evidence rule. 

There was no invocation of the best evidence rule— 

Mr. Sliawe: If you will recall, Mr. Examiner, during 
one of the recesses I asked a witness, to try to secure the 
original, which he did, and spoke to the party to whom he 
had turned it over and the party stated he did not know 
what became of the original document. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you will recall— 

Mr. Sliawe: He turned it over to Mr. Fish. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I recall that Mr. Moses testi¬ 
fied that he had spoken to Mr. Fish about the original and 
Mr. Fish said that he did not have it any more, did not 
know to whom he delivered it, didn't know what happened 
to it. 

Mr. Moore: But you see, I also objected: ibis does not 
even purport to be anything without explanation, there is 
not signature shown. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the testimony, as I recall, 
the explanation was in what respects this is similar to the 
other one, the content, the body of the document is identi¬ 
fied as having been similar, and at any rate I think, Mr. 
Moore, that you stated your objections very fully in the 
record. 

10500 Mr. Moore: Well, that’s all right, I just wanted 
to inquire as to whether— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I just was under the impression 
that I had reserved ruling and then subsequently admitted 
it, but if I didn't, I do so now. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Campbell, will you take the stand 
again 

Lawrence Campbell resumed the stand as a witness by 
and on behalf of the ’Respondents, and having been pre¬ 
viously sworn, testified further as follows: 

Direct Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) As we adjourned late yesterday 
afternoon, we were dealing with the conference which you 
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and others had had at the Fort Stamvix Hotel on Saturday, 
June! 19th, with Colonel Janeway and Mr. Margiotti, and 
we were discussing the action of the Governor. 

I show you 113—Respondents' Exhibit, I suppose it is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That's right. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) 113, and ask you if you will read 
that, particularly the order part of it, that is the last para¬ 
graph. I mean. 

(Respondents' Exhibit Xo. 113 was passed to the wit¬ 
ness.) 

10501 A. Well, I am interested in the first paragraph 
also. 

Q. Well, that’s all right, you read it, if you like. Now. 
you. when you were recounting your conference with Colo¬ 
nel Janeway and Mr. Margiotti, referred to a proclamation 
of the Governor and to orders of the Governor or, rather, 
orders—I don't know that they were orders of the Gover¬ 
nor. 

I think perhaps you said orders of Colonel Janeway. 
What I want to find out is whether it was this proclamation 
or those orders which you and the members of the Citizens' 
Committee were particularly objecting to. A. From the 
proclamation, it certainly is a part of orders that we are 
objecting to because the proclamation here does not set 
forth the order to close the plant. 

Q. Right. Xow, then— A. The only concern we had, 
Mr. Moore, here was a certain number of people that were 
good citizens, had been good citizens, had been good citi¬ 
zens, their parents and their grandparents have been citi¬ 
zens of this community for a period of years. They first 
recognized their family responsibilities and certainly they 
wanted to work so that they could carry out their family 
responsibilities, other than to be forcibly denied the right 
to work, then have to go over after whatever substance they 
have assimilated or obtained over a period of years 

10502 and have that expended before they would be sub¬ 
ject or eligible for dole. 

First, they didn't want the dole, but before they would 
be eligible for dole they would have to waste whatever 
assets they had accumulated in a period of years. That 
is the part that concerned the community. 
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(^. That is the order closing the plant, you mean/ A. 
That was the thing that was disconcerting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: AVliat was that last word, dis¬ 
concerting/ 

The Reporter: Yes. 

The Witness: Yesterday it was asked about the 1936 
situation. I don't believe that T clarified that to the degree 
that it could be or should be in. 

In 1936, on the morning ol* March 18th, after getting 
across the town through the water, I sent a telegram over 
the short wave set in the possession of the C. (\ Camp, 
requesting that the National Guard be sent into Johnstown. 

Mr. Shawe: Just a minute, Mr. Examiner. 

10503 Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, 1 mean, is this proper at this 
time/ 1 don't believe it is. 

Mr. Moore: It is in response to a question I asked yes¬ 
terday. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The witness wants to correct 
some testimony, go ahead. 

The Witness: The National Guard did come into Johns¬ 
town but the period that they were here, they did not super¬ 
sede the local police powers. They were under and answer- 
able to the local police powers and cooperated with them 
to maintain law and order and protect life and property 
as a result of the chaos of the flood. 

The conditions at that time perhaps were more chaotic, 
as far as the community was concerned, than what they 
were during the strike, because in a period of a few hours 
the community was changed from an orderly community 
that had communication systems and normal services and 
functions and was throwed back to a period that was as 
elementary as the pioneer days of America: no lights, no 
nothing. 

So under that period there was a greater stress and 
greater chaos. The National Guard came in here and co¬ 
ordinated and operated under the local Police Department. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You say under the local 

10504 Police Department/ 

The Witness: Yes, the Mayor was the chief 

executive. 
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Q.' (By Mr. Moore) Well now then, that is late Saturday 
afternoon, Saturday evening: rather.' A. Pardon me, what 
about Saturday evening? 

Q. I say that, as I understand, was late Saturday after¬ 
noon! or early evening? A. Before dinner on Saturday, it 
was in the latter half of the afternoon. 

Q. And my question was, did anything that was to be— 
I was prefacing the question—whether anything happened 
that evening of note as far as you remember? A. Nothing 
of importance up until midnight. 

Q. Well, what happened then? A. At midnight I went 
to the Gautier Gate at Clinton and Washington Street. 
Previous to twelve o'clock a picket line was being main¬ 
tained. At twelve o'clock or very near thereto 1 saw the 
most drastic thing take place that I ever hope to see. Here 
was the State Police stopping across the entrance to the 
mill prohibiting ingress and egress: they had taken up 
picket duty. The pickets were relieved to go about other 
duties. Here was organized government stepping in. 

10505 Trial Examiner Bloom: Now wait a minute, Mr. 
Campbell, you tell us specifically what the State 

Police did. 

The Witness: Thev took over the entrance to the mill 
and prohibited ingress and egress. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How were they stationed? 

The Witness: In front of the gate. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that is, how many men? 

The Witness: Oh, there were several men at the gate, 
there were some sitting in their car back at the actual 
intersection of Center Street and Washington Street, but 
there were actual police right at the gate. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

10506 Q. About what time of the day was that? A. 
That was getting into Sunday morning—the Sun¬ 
day morning period, just after midnight. 

Q.:Shortly after midnight? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. On Saturday night ? A. Yes, sir. T had gone up 
there with the reporter for the Associated Press, by the 
name of Sheridan. 

Q. Well now then, will you go ahead and tell us anything 
else that happened on Sunday, after that? 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 5203 


Trial Examiner Bloom: Before you do that—off the 
record. 

(Thereupon a discussion was held off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

The Witness: After a short lapse of time, having stopped 
at the newspaper office on the way down, I went to the 
Fort Stanwix Hotel, possibly very close to one oVlock, it 
could have been a little bit after one. 

In the lobby of the hotel, just near this column that I 
described to you yesterday that Prendergast had used for 
a background, was standing Sheriff Boyle, ex-Mayor Mc- 
(loskey, and Attorney General Margiotti. 

I came in and walked through the portion of the lobby 
that had been used for the conference the afternoon pre¬ 
vious with Bashore and Prendergast. As soon as 
10507 Mr. Margiotti saw me he left and came over. 

Q. You mean he left the others? A. He left his 

party. 

He said, “Campbell," he said, “we have conveyed your 
request to the Governor, and it has been refused." 

I said, “Charlie." I said, “that is obvious." 

I said, “The plant is already closed.” 

He said, “Well, I wanted you to know that we were as 
good as our word. We told you that we would relay your 
request to the Governor, and we so did.” 

He left and went back to his party. 

Just at that moment the elevator descended, the door 
opened, and out of the elevator a fellow by the name of 
Cart hew came rushing over, very jubilant; he apparently 
had been into one of the upper rooms. 

He came to me and he says, “Campbell,” he said, “the 
Sheriff led with a left," he said, “the Governor crossed 
with a right,” and he says, “we have got the sons-of-bitches 
down on their backs.” Then he left. 

1.0508 Q. Who is Barney Cathew. or Cartliew, whatever 
his first name—did you give it to us ? A. “Barney" 
is all that I know. I met him through ex-Mayor McCloskey, 
possibly four or five years ago. lie apparently is a close 
friend of his. 

Q. As far as you know, did he have anything to do with 
the strike? A. I believe I read in the paper where he was 
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either picked up by the police, or his name was mentioned 
in some way, with some act of violence, or something. 

Q. Well, did you report that to any of your associates 
on the committee/ A. I certainly did. 

Q. Did you tell them what it meant, as you understood 
it; A. I did. 

Q. What did you tell them? A. I don't know, Mr. Moore, 
but what we all ought to form our conclusion to that state¬ 
ment. I will certainly tell you what mine was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what you said in the 
meeting of the committee, or in a conference with the com¬ 
mittee. or informally with the committee? 

The Witness: That here was a situation— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This is what you said, 

10509 now? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

The Witness: Then the Governor could not play the 
role that was necessary in this strike situation, without 
having somebody to function ahead of him; in order to 
clear the conscience, somebody other—or other than him¬ 
self's left hand was used to originate the vehicle that was 
necessary for the action taken by the Governor to step in 
and do I what the picketing and strike had failed to do. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, what was that ? A. Why, the 
act of a Sheriff-— 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, is this what he said? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, is this part of the con¬ 
versation, or what? 

Mr. Moore: Well, he—I don't know—I am trying to 
find out. Perhaps we had better have the latter part of his 
answer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that. 

Mr. Moore: I thought he had stopped before he had 
completed it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the previous answer—the 
latter part of the answer. 

(The reporter repeated part of the answer, as fol¬ 
lows : 

10510 “Answer: —in order to clear the conscience, 
somebody other—or other than himself’s left hand 
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was used to originate the vehicle that was necessary for 
the action taken by the Governor to step in and do what 
the picketing and strike had failed to do.’ ? ) 

Mr. Moore: Well, I wondered whether he explained to 
the others what he meant bv that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, what else did you say/ 
Did you say anything else/ 

The Witness: Why, I had a conversation, I stated, here, 
that the Sheriff first had made the telephone call, and that 
was not acceptable: that a request was made that the thing 
be done by a written instrument, which was the telegram. 
So that it would not be a matter of saying, “Well, some¬ 
body called me.” 

There had to be a document in evidence that could ex¬ 
plain the justification for the unusual action of the Gov¬ 
ernor. 

Now, without that coining from the highest peace officer 
in the County, there would have been no occasion for the 
Governor to function. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is this what you said: 

The Witness: In the way of explaining it. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) All right, now, then will you go on 
with Sunday/ Tell us anything else that happened 
10511 on that day, that is, June 20th. A. Sunday morn¬ 
ing, shortly after eleven o’clock, I went to the Pres¬ 
byterian Church at the corner of Lincoln and Walnut 
Street, and signalled to the usher—Church services were 
underway—the usher came to the vestibule and I told him 
to go in and have Mr. Martin come out. 

In a few minutes Mr. Martin came out in the vestibule 
and we talked there for a bit. I reconstructed this picture 
to him— 

Q. Just tell us, as you remember it, what you said and 
what he said. A. I went back and went over the situation 
from the beginning, where the picketing had started here 
without any violence to it: after it wasn’t sufficient to shut 
the plant down or seriously curtail its operation, that vio¬ 
lence had been resorted to, with the laxity on the part of 
the State Police in prohibiting violence. 

Then the period when the State Police were put into 
action, the violence was at a minimum, the men immediately 
started to go to work. 
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Then, as the plant somewhere started to reach normal 
operation, the Governor's party was sent in, for the pur¬ 
pose of ascertaining first-hand what the actual conditions 
were. 

Then, after that party was in town and had a 
10512 conference with us, this act of the Governor's had 
taken place, which was just the next card into the 
play of organized government stopping in and doing the 
joh that was unable to be accomplished by the pickets them¬ 
selves. 

10512 Q. Well this is the substance of what you said 
■ ! to Mr. Martin.’ A. I reconstructed this picture. I 
said, “Martin, there is only one thing to do. and that is 
to call a meeting for this afternoon." 

(,>. Well, in that conversation had any reference been 
made to the miners.’ A. I think so, Mr. Moore, that it was 
a necessary stop in the comprehensive plan. 

(>. Now what do you mean by that.’ A. Why, that the 
miners was the occasion for the Secretary of the Common¬ 
wealth calling the sheriff and giving him a justification 
for his act. 

Q. Well now, do you mean by “the miners" the threat¬ 
ened inarch of the miners.’ A. That is correct. 

Q. All right, well then, will you go ahead with your con¬ 
versation with Mr. Martin.’ A. Martin agreed, after con¬ 
sidering the seriousness of the thing, and instructed me to 
call that conference. I left the church. 

Q. By “that conference" what do you mean’ A. A 
conference for Sunday afternoon, June 20th. T immediately 
set about to do that, and about 2:30, at the Sunnohanna 
Country Club, in the neighborhood of forty-five 
10514 people assembled. Martin presided: the situation 
was discussed. 

Mr. Shawe: Tell us what was said, please. 

The Witness: One man who was an attorney discussed 
the possibility of getting a restraining injunction. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Campbell, will you tell us as 
well as you can who said it. and the substance of what was 
said.’ 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what was said. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now that we have interrupted you, 
will tou give us, as well as you can remember, the names of 
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those who were present? 1 know you can’t remember all 

of the fortv-five, but give us as manv as you can remember. 

A. There were three or four attornevs. There was onlv 

* + 

one of them that I can identify or remember. The state¬ 
ment that was made by the first one speaking was that there 
is a possibility that an injunction restraining the enforce¬ 
ment or the continuance of this procedure of the govern- 
ment he obtained in the local courts. Attornev Howard 
Stull got u]> and said, ‘‘Gentlemen”— 

( t >. Just a minute. Howard? A. Howard. 

Q. Stull? A. S-t-u-1-1. 

lOolo Q. 1 am not sure of the first name, yet. A. 
Howard. 

( t >. II-o-w-a-r-d? A. That is right. He got up and he 
said, “Gentlemen,” he said, “1 don’t know how that you 
can have an injunction enforced, when you are dependent 
on the same peace officer for the enforcement, that had sent 
the telegram that provided the vehicle for the Governor’s 
action.” So that was dismissed. 

Q. You mean by that, that suggestion was dismissed? A. 
That suggestion came to a dead end, and Howard Stull, 
after suggestion of a Federal injunction was discussed, 
Howard Stull brought up a similar statement, that the 
Federal injunction would be enforced by the Federal mar¬ 
shals, and that the number of them were inadequate, and 
certainly we couldn’t expect the administration to use 
Federal troops to enforce that injunction. 

Q. You mean what administration? A. The Federal ad¬ 
ministration. The meeting had reached a stalemate, hav¬ 
ing run into dead ends on all suggestions discussed. The 
chairman turned around to me, and he says, “Campbell”, 
he said, “Do you have anything to add to this meeting?” 

I got up and I said. “Gentlemen, this afternoon you find 
yourself with only the alphabet left. Your State 
10516 constitution has been thrown into the wastebasket. 

The rule book under which you have been accus¬ 
tomed to playing the game has been discarded. There is 
only one avenue left. That is through public opinion. 

Q. "Well, did anyone else make any statement, as you 
remember? A. Subsequent to that, Robert Waters spoke, 
and he stated that he felt that public opinion was the only 
avenue of approach, and since the press releases were 
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tempered and certainly as not as definite in some decrees as 
they should he, that paid advertising', where the copy could 
he definitely controlled, is the tiling that should he used. 

Q. Well now, you told us that you were present, Mr. Mar¬ 
tin was present, Mr. Stull, Mr. Robert Waters, ('an you 
give us* the names of any others? A. I cannot give them 
to you 'complete. There was no record kept of them, Mr. 
Moore, and 1 would hate to try to make an identification 
here and later he shown to be in error on it. In numbers, 
there were approximately forty-five. 

Q. Well, do you remember whether tin* members of the 
Executive Committee, that is. other members, were there? 
A. Mr. Heckman was not there, but the other members of 
the Executive Committee were there. 

10517 ( t >. That is, including Mr. Stanton? A. Well, Mr. 

Stanton at that moment was not yet a member of 
the Executive Committee, hut Mr. Stanton, I believe, was 
there. 


(>. Well— A. I am sure he was there. 

( c >. Was any action taken by that meeting? A. The meet¬ 
ing agreed to proceed along the lines of developing public 
opinion, to have the Governor rescind his action. 

Mr. Shawe: Who said that? 

The Witness: That was the action of the meeting. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, was it put in the form of a motion? 

The Witness: It was, sir. 

Mr. Shawe: Who put the motion? 

The Witness: I can’t answer that, sir. 

Mr. Shawe: What was the motion? 

Mr. Moore: Well, is this cross examination, or what 
is it? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I assume, Mr. Moore, you will 
clear up these points. I mean, get the details in evidence, 
we won’t have to go over it again. 

Mr. Shawe: That was my own point, Mr. Moore. I am 
sorry. I thought the record ought to be complete, on 
it. 


10518 1 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Were any records kept of 
the meeting, Mr. Campbell? A. They were not. 

Q. And I understand that you don’t remember just ex¬ 
actly what the form of the resolution was? 

Mr. Shawe: He didn’t say that, Mr. Examiner. 
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The Witness: I didn't say that specifically, but I cer¬ 
tainly implied it. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) That is what I thought. A. I am 
trying to conserve time, because I am using too much time 
as it is, now. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Campbell— 

Mr. Shawe: Don’t you worry about the time, you just 
tell us everything. 

10519 The Witness: Well, I am worrying about the 
time, because I have got some other things to do. 

Trial Examiner Bloom*. Well, Mr. Campbell, if your 
time is so important you can’t tell us the facts as we— 

The Witness: I am, yes, but without a lot of verbiage, 
at your suggestion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But we do want the facts accu¬ 
rately, wherever you can give them to us, please. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I don't think, Mr. Examiner, your 
remark is quite called for, to indicate that Mr. Campbell is 
not giving us the facts. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, I want the testimony—Mr. 
Moore, T don't think a witness should say that he is not 
telling in full, because he is in a hurry, or we are in a hurry. 
I can assure you, as far as the Board is concerned, we are 
not in that kind of a hurry. 

Mr. Moore: Well, my statement is criticised by Mr. 
Shawe, perhaps unintentionally—I understood the witness 
to say that he couldn't say what the action was, and that his 
criticism was, he didn't want to say it three times when 
once was enough, that is all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let’s read back the collo¬ 
quy, to make sure that we get the witness’ position on this 
thing. 

(The record was read by the reporter, as follows: 

10520 “Q. Was any action taken by that meeting? 
“A. The meeting agreed to proceed along the 

lines of developing public opinion, to have the Governor 
rescind his action. 

“Mr. Shawe: Who said that? 

“The Witness: That was the action of the meeting. 

“Mr. Shawe: Well, was it put in the form of a motion? 
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“The Witness: It was, sir. 

“Mr. Sliawe: Who put ihe motion? 

“The Witness: I can't answer that, sir. 

“Mr. Sliawe: What was the motion? 

“Mr. 'Moore: Well, is this cross examination, or what 
is it ? 

“Trial Examiner Bloom: I assume, Mr. Moore, you will 
clear ujJ these points. I mean, get the details in evidence, 
we won't have to go over it again. 

“Mr. Sliawe: That was my own point, Mr. Moore. I am 
sorry. I thought the record ought to be complete, on it. 

“Q. (By Mr. Moore) Were any records kept of the 
meeting. Mr. Campbell A. There were not. 

“Q. And I understand that you don't remember just 
exactly what the form of the resolution was? 

10521 “Mr. Sliawe: lie didn't say that, Mr. Examiner. 

“The Witness: I didn't say that specifically, but 

I certainly implied it. 

“Q. (By Mr. Moore) That is what I thought. A. I am 
trying to conserve time, because I am using too much time 
as it is, now. 

“Mr. Sliawe: Well, Mr. Examiner— 

“Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Campbell— 

“Mr. Sliawe: Don't you worry about the time, you just 
tell us everything. 

“The Witness: Well. I am worrying about the time, 
because I have got some other things to do. 

“Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, Mr. Campbell, if your 
time is so important you can't tell us the facts as wo— 

“The Witness: I am, ves, but without a lot of verbiage, 
at your suggestion. 

“Trial Examiner Bloom: But we do want the facts 
accurately, wherever you can give them to us, please. 

“Mr. Moore: Well, I don't think, Mr. Examiner, your 
remark is quite called for, to indicate that Mr. Campbell 
is not giving us the facts. 

“Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, I want the testimony— 
Mr. Moore, I don't think a witness should say that he is 
'not telling in full, because he is in a hurry, or we 

10522 are in a hurry. 

I can assure you, as far as the Board is con¬ 
cerned, we are not in that kind of a hurry. 
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“Mr. Moore: Well, mv statement is criticised bv Mr. 

7 % » 

Shawe, perhaps iminten ionally—I understood the witness 
to say that he couldn't say what the action was, and that 
his criticism was, lie didn't want to say it three times when 
once was enough, that is all. 

“Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let's read back the col¬ 
loquy, to make sure that we get the witness' position on 
this thing.") 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Proceed. 

10523 Mr. Moore: Off the record, Mr. Examiner please.’ 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record, now. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Campbell, is there anything 
that you can add— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record, now. 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) —with reference to the action? A. 
Yes, Mr. Moore. I think if you would tie the testimony 
that I have given previously, it would be self-explanatory. 

I stated that Robert F. Waters, following my short, 
concise statement, stated that public opinion was the ave¬ 
nue of approach, and that the press releases were not; 
with paid advertising you could control the copy. 

Now, he had originated the procedure. Then tile action 
from the door was taken, ratifying or approving the sug¬ 
gestion, so that the action from the floor could really be 
taken back, that Waters' statement was the body of tin* 
resolution. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well. I understand, then, from 
that, that there wasn't any formal resolution, that you re¬ 
member? A. Xo, it was authorizing procedure suggested 

bv Robert Waters. 

* 

10524 Q. Well, now, was anything else done on that 
day, as you remember it, that is, on Sunday, with 

reference to the strike or the Governor's order? The 
object is to travel right down through the days so that we 
can get the whole picture. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What day was that. Mr. Moore? 
The Witness: Sunday. 
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Mr. Moore: Sunday, June 20th. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And that is, the pending* ques¬ 
tion is .'with reference to Sunday or Monday—a street car 
went by. 

The "Witness: Sunday. 

Mr. Moore: Sunday, I asked if anything happened on 
Sunday. 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) If not, let us come down to Monday. 
A. Well. I don’t recall anything of importance, other than 
that following the meeting Martin and I discussing— 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) You are now talking about Sunday; 
A. Sunday afternoon, subsequent to the meeting at the 
Country Club. 

Q. Yes. A. Martin and I discussing this proposition 
that was going to become a mammoth undertaking, that a 
finance committee should be created and at that 
10.V25 time we agreed that Robert Waters would be re¬ 
quested to be chairman of the Finance Committee. 
That was before leaving the Country Club. 

Q. Yes, well, then, if that is all you remember for that 
day. will you come down to Monday, June 21>t, and 
tell us what happened on that day? A. Well, on my way 
to the office I went past some of the gates and still saw 
the State Police doing picket duty. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean by picket 
duty? 

The'Witness: Well, you know, I understand—my un¬ 
derstanding of a picket is a fellow that stands at a place 
and doesn’t want you to go in or out. Well, the State 
Police were doing what these fellows had done previous to 
the State Police going there. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you use the term irre¬ 
spective of a union member doing picket duty, or any one 
doing [picket duty, that is what I am not quite certain of. 

The Witness: Well, it is the act more than who does it, 
that I am considering. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I see. 

Mr.'Moore: Well, do I understand your question, Mr. 
Examiner, to be this: Can picket duty be done by 
1052G any one other than a member of the union? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: 


That is a fair statement of the 


question. 

M r. Moore: Yes. 

The "Witness: I would say that it is done by others than 
members of the union. "When I look around here, or es¬ 
pecially have, or especially of a particular union, when I 
look around and see pickets in different parts of the coun¬ 
try, I see men that certainly don't belong to a particular 
craft. In other words, here at the corner of the alley at 
Locust Street where the telephone building is being built, 
I saw a man up in years and handicapped to a physical 
degree that he certainly would not have been into the craft 
that was being picketed. 

0. (By Mr. Moore) All right, will you go ahead, then, 
you were talking about what you saw at the gates. A. 
Somewhere about 8:30 I received a call from Mr. Martin 
asking me to call the Executive Committee and to have 
transportation so that we could go for a conference. That 
was done and, oh, possibly between ten and ten-thirty 
Monday morning, June 21st, we went to Robert S. "Waters' 
home for a conference. 

O. Now, when you say “wo", would you tell us— A. 
The Executive Committee, Mr. Heckman, Mr. Fiig, Mr. 

Martin, Mr. Carl Geis and myself. 

107)27 Q. Yes. A. At Mr. "Waters' home we were in¬ 
troduced to John Price Jones, who was an expert 
in the fields of publicity and professional advertising. This 
situation was discussed briefly and procedure of carrying 
and developing a program was discussed. 

10528 Q. Xow will you tell us as well as you can, in¬ 
stead of characterizing, what was said by anyone: 
you have told us the Executive Committee was there and 
I take it that Mr. "Waters was there also, it being at his 
home/ A. That's right. 

Q. And Mr. John Price Jones? A. Yes. 

Q. Anyone else? A. Xo, just the seven of us. sir. other 
than the employees of the home that were in and out. 

Q. Oh, yes. A. I can refer you back to the resume that 
I made to Mr. Martin at church on Sunday morning, if that 
will suffice. 

Mr. Shawe: What is that? 


4 
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Thoj Witness: "When I started back with the various 
steps iu this situation, starting with June 13th, the orderly 
progress of it. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) You mean by that that you stated 
to the meetina; substantially what vou had said to Mr. Mar- 
tin at church.’ A. With some amplification, Mr. Moore, 
because John Price Jones was here as an observer from the 
outside and did not know the picture. I reconstructed the 
thing, which is essentially built on the skeleton 
10.VJ9 ] that I outlined to Mr. Martin on Sunday. 

Q. Well, do you remember anything that Mr. John 
Price Jones said/ A. Well, after he got the picture he 
said, “You certainly do have a case that should be pre¬ 
sented! to the nation as a whole. This action is unprece¬ 
dented in any part of the country.” 

( t ). Was any conclusion reached at the meeting? A. The 
conclusion was that we would proceed and John Price 
Jones was invited to come in and perform the mechanical 
part of the picture that we were unable to perform. 

(>. Well, was that action taken at that time by the Ex¬ 
ecutive Committee? A. Tt was not. it was concluded at a 
meeting on that evening at the Country Club. 

Q. And was that meeting arranged for at the Executive 
Committee meeting at Mr. Waters' home? A. That meet¬ 
ing was decided to go over into the evening meeting at the 
Country Club. 

(>. What was done about arranging for that meeting, for 
the Country Club meeting? A. Other than there was an 
agreement that we should meet at the Country Club. 

Q. And what did you do about that ? A. I at- 
10530 tended the meeting. 

i Who called the meeting? A. Well, the meeting 
wasn’t called, it was a continued meeting, if you please. 
In other words, we only had the interlude between some¬ 
where around 1:30 up until 7:30. 

(>. Well, you told us there were seven people at the meet¬ 
ing at Mr. Waters* house: does that mean that there were 
only seven at the Country Club meeting? A. Tt does not. 

(>. Then will you tell us? A. There were some ad¬ 
ditional people invited to attend this meeting on Monday 
evening, yes. on Monday evening. 

Mr. Shawe: What were their names? 
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The Witness: I believe— 

Mr. Moore: May I not go ahead with the direct examina¬ 
tion/ 

I don't mind telling it, if you want to have it here, but 
I don't want to go over it the second time. 

Mr. Sliawe: Well, I didn't mean to interrupt you, sir. 

Mr. Moore: You didn't mean to, but you did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right now, I am going to 
lay down a hard and fast rule. If, during the course of 
any direct examination any attorney interrupts opposing 
counsel or asks a question of the witness, that at- 
10531 torney is going to be absolutely barred from further 
participation in these proceedings. That goes for 
every attorney who is going to appear here, unless my 
specific consent is requested and received. There will be no 
questions asked on direct examination by opposing counsel. 
On cross examination no questions are going to be asked by 
opposing counsel. 

Xow up to this time it has been done more or less inter¬ 
mittently. There has been objection to it from time to 
time. It is not proper procedure and if counsel object to it, 
why, that objection is proper. It is not going to be per¬ 
mitted now. I want counsel, all of them, to consider very 
seriously what I have said. 

Xow take this specific instance as an example. Mr. 
Sliawe asked a question during the direct examination con¬ 
ducted by Mr. Moore. If that is repeated Board's counsel 
will simply leave the hearing. If during your cross Mr. 
Moore asks a question of the witness, Mr. Moore will leave 
the hearing. 

Xow do I make myself clear to all counsel ? 

That is going to be an absolutely hard and fast rule, there 
is going to be no exception to it. If you want to ask a 
question at any time, Mr. Sliawe, for instance, during this 
examination, you will ask me if you may ask a question of 
the witness. If I say “no" you will wait for the 
10552 cross, and during the cross examination, Mr. Moore, 
that same procedure will follow. I want all counsel 
to understand that definitely. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I understand you, Mr. Examiner, it 
seems to me the more orderly way to do the thing, if Mr. 
Sliawe had said to me, “Mr. Moore, will you ask him who 
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was present/" I would be glad to accede. It is the break¬ 
ing in on the thing that I want to find out— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: "Well, I understand, it is this 
constant breaking in, it tends to make for a disorderly 
record. If counsel agree among themselves in an informal 
way there will be no objection to that procedure, I have no 
objection to it, but since there has been this, as 1 have 
called it, intermittent breaking in, since opposing counsel 
have more or less consistently objected to it, the only way 
to handle it is simply to bar it completely unless a request is 
made of me. If, Mr. Sliawe, for instance, you want that 
question asked you will please ask me if Mr. Moore will be 
good enough to ask the question. 

Mr. Sliawe: Well, I didn't mean— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In other words, I am referring 
you all back to the diagram that I drew once upon a time 
that was in the nature of a diagram, in the nature of a 
i triangle, that all remarks in this hearing room are 
10533 going to be addressed to two people. You don't 
know Mr. Sliawe, that Mr. Moore is in this room 
because there is a wall right between vou and the same 
thing applies to Mr. Moore. You talk to me and Mr. Moore 
talks to me, and you both ask questions of the witness. 

Mr. Sliawe: Referring to this little incident, I did not 
mean:to interrupt Mr. Moore, all I wanted to do was save 
time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am not criticising. 

Mrj Shawc: It has been done all during the hearing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that has been followed 
by all counsel since the proceedings had their inception and 
1 am not criticising you for this particular instance. I am 
criticising the general procedure since there is objection to 
it, but what I have just said about enforcing that rule, I 
mean, if there is going to be a violation of it, why, there is 
going to be a lawyer minus in the proceedings. 

Proceed. Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I would say just this, only I had in 
mind two questions, the second question was the one that 
Mr. Shawc breaks in on. Xow of course the other point 
is that the wall between Mr. Sliawe and me exists only in 
the daytime in the courtroom, is that right/ 

107)34 Mr. Sliawe: That's right, Mr. Moore. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: i would assume that Mr. 
Sliawe and Mr. Moore smoke cigarettes together and have 
lunch together, if they want to, that is none of my business, 
but for the purposes of decorum and coherence in the 
record we will have to follow that procedure. Frankly, I 
see no particular objection to the other if it can be done 
within limitations and without interrupting the train of 
thought of opposing counsel, but I think it does tend to 
break up the direct examination. 

Mr. Moore: Well, it disconcerts the witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : That's right. 

Mr. Moore: To have somebody break in and ask him 
a question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I realize that, the witness lias 
trouble enough keeping his mind focused on what one at- 
tornev is asking him without having to worrv now and 
then about another attorney breaking in. 

Mr. Sliawe: I think it is a good rule, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, I hope all of you. now 
that you think it is a good rule, will follow it. 

10333 Mr. Sliawe: I recall— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is the Golden Buie 
in this proceeding. 

Mr. Sliawe: 1 recall, Mr. Moore, I recall that Mr. Moore 
thought your other rule was very good. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, 1 think this rule is very 
good. One of these days I will have to write a text book on 
rules of procedure. 

Mr. Moore: Of course, you have forced me to refer back 
to the old adage that “Stolen Apples Are the Best, You 
Know.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Sliawe: Is this another Ramsey story? 

Mr. Moore: What does he mean by that, that my re¬ 
marks have no point to them? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo. Ramsey crushed me com¬ 
pletely with that. All right, Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Sliawe: The wall goes up now, is that right ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Sliawe: I say, the wall is here now? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The wall is here, 1 can see it 
just as clear as day. 
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Q. (By Mr. Moore) Xow, Mr. Campbell, if we may get 
back, 1 was asking you about the transfer of your business 
from Mr. Waters home to the Country Club, Sun- 
10536; nelianna Country Club, in the evening, and you had 
told me there were seven at Mr. Waters' home, that 
there were a larger number at the Country Club: now, who 
took the initiative of getting the larger number there in the 
evening, if you know/ 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the form of the question, Mr. 
Examiner. I think that we should have what took place. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Bead that question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: lie may answer. 

The Witness: I believe that was divided. Some of the 
men that sit in on this conference had been at the Country 
Club for dinner and had been invited by different members 
of the Executive Committee to remain and confer. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Were all of the members of the 
Executive Committee at the meeting of the Country Club/ 
A. Yes. 

Q. Was Mr. Stanton also there/ A. Mr. Stanton was 
not yet a member of the Executive Committee. 

Q. I know that. A. But he was there. 

Q. That is what I said, Mr. Stanton also/ A. Yes. 
10537 Q. And Mr. Waters also/ A. Yes, he was. 

Q. And can you tell us the names of any other men 
who were there/ A. I believe Harry Corbin, Albert Wal¬ 
ters, and Phillip Walters, and there were some others that 
I can't recall who were not keeping any record of attend¬ 
ances.! we were not keeping record of attendances and 
beyond that point I don't believe I can go. 

Q. AH right, will you tell us what was said at that meet¬ 
ing. as well as you remember/ A. The people that had 
been invited into the meeting were briefly brought up to 
date. 

Q. Let me ask you whether Mr. Jones was there, John 
Price Jones/ A. He was there, yes, sir, they were brought 
up to date and the meeting at that point then devised ways 
and means of carrying out the approach on developing 
public; opinion. It was decided that an ad. would be au- 
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thorized aiul that the John Price Jones agency should have 
full responsibility of developing the ad. and using the 
mechanics of the John Price Jones, which includes, first, 
the dissemination of the ad. quickly to get it to the different 
papers over the country in the shortest period of time, to¬ 
gether with their credit facilities so that there would 
105JS he no hold-up in the appearance of the ad. by a new 
client offering it to the papers. 

Q. You mean a new client of the papers* A. Well, we 
would have been a new client if the Johnstown Citizens' 
Committee had gone to the Chicago Tribune, why, they 
don’t know who the Johnstown Citizens* Committee is, but 
the minute that John Price Jones went to them, why, 
they have a national rating and provided what we were 
lacking in. 

Q. Was anything said about radio programs at that 
meeting.’ A. There was minor discussion on radio pro¬ 
grams, that the radio could be used to an advantage over 


a given area to tell the story out of Johnstown and assist 
in crystallizing public opinion. 

Q. Now, we have had pretty fully in the record, 1 think. 
Mr. Campbell, the description of how the ad., the “We 
Protest" ad. was prepared, by whom and so on, we don't 
need to cover that part of it, but perhaps yon can help 
us somewhat on the radio programs’ 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose we take a brief recess. 


(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 


Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, Mr. Moore. 
10539 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Campbell, I think we 
were talking about radio programs for the Citizens' 
Committee; did you have anything to do with any pro¬ 
grams that were sponsored by the committee.’ A. 1 did. 

Q. How many.’ A. I believe two. 

Q. Well, T hand you Board's Exhibit 192, and ask you if 
you will examine it and tell me what it is, as you under¬ 
stand it. 


(Board's Exhibit 192 was passed to the witness.) 

A. Well, this first sheet, 1 don't know what it is, $79.19. 
Q. Well, will you go through with the rest of it, please.’ 
A. Why, it looks very much as though this is the as- 
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semblage of speeches that were delivered at a broadcast at 
which I was in the capacity as master of ceremonies. 

Q. Well, will you look at the statements there that are 
stated to have been made by you, and tell me, if you can, 
whether those statements were made by you? A. I believe 
that they are. There is some corrections and there were 
some corrections on the copy at the time I delivered it. I 
don't know whether there has been any additional correc¬ 
tions since that time, but it is close enough to say 

10540 that it is. 

Q. And will you look at, will you note the other 
speakers, [other speakers] who participated in the pro¬ 
gram, and tell me whether you remember that they did 
participate in the program? A. Mr. George W. Griffith 
did participate, and Mr. George Boyd did participate, and 
Mr. Martin also. 

Q. Were those the only speakers there outside of the 
announcer? A. That's right, the announcer introduced 
me and then I introduced each of the following speakers 
with a few comments. 

Q. Now. will you likewise examine Board's Exhibit 193, 
and. disregarding the dollar bills, tell us what that is? 

(Board's Exhibit 193 was passed to the witness.) 

A. This is similar in nature and made up a program at 
a different date. 

Q. You were master of ceremonies, so to speak? A. Oc¬ 
cupying the same role. 

Q. And can you tell me who the speakers were on that 
program? A. Fulton Connor, of the (Tty Council, Rev¬ 
erend Stanton and, I believe, it was Gordon Ross from the 
Steel Workers, representing the steel workers. 

Q. You say that—does his name appear there? A. 

10541 It does not, but my recollection is that it was Gordon 
Ross. 

Q. That is. he was the steel worker there referred to? 
A. I believe that's correct. 

Q. Thank you. Well, now, we have had, as I said, 
through other witnesses, pretty full testimony with refer¬ 
ence to the u We Protest" ad, when the first ad. appeared 
and so jon; will you tell us what happened, if anything, as 
you remember, after the advertisement appeared? The 
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record shows the appearance on the morning of the 24th of 
June: now, what happened with reference to the strike, 
reference to martial law, anything concerning conditions in 
Johnstown. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean the “We Protest" 
ad. Mi*. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

The Witness: 1 believe the second day after the ad. 
appeared as a result of— 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Let me interrupt you just a moment, 
perhaps we can help you: do you know on what day of the 
week it appeared? A. I believe it was a Thursday. 

Q. That's right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why not show the witness the 
document ? 

10542 The Witness: Thursday. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thursday, the 24th, I 

believe. 

Mr. Moore: That's right. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) I show you Board Exhibit 72, which 
is a photostat of the ad.: what I particularly desire is a 
statement from that point on as to what went on. 

(Board Exhibit 72 was passed to the witness.) 

A. You asked that question? Do you mean— 

Q. Particularly with reference to conditions here, what 
was done, what happened ? A. Well, subsequent to the ap¬ 
pearance of the ad, word came through that the Governor 
was rescinding his action and the steel company, I believe, 
made the statement that it would be possibly Monday be¬ 
fore they would be in shape to start the plant up, after 
having put the stuff into operation that had been closed 
down. 

Q. Was action taken by the Governor rescinding his 
previous action closing the plant? A. You say, was action 
taken? 

Q. Yes. A. I believe, I am certain that action was taken 
subsequent to the appearance of this ad. 

Q. And do you remember when, on what date, under the 
order of the Governor, the company, was permitted to open 
the plant ? A. It could have been Saturday morning 
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10543 or Friday night, I am not just clear as to the particu¬ 
lar time. 

Q. Xow, then, will you tell us what, it* anything, hap¬ 
pened with reference to the State Police, give us tin* picture 
of the State Police here after the order was rescinded; whai 
did the workmen do’ A. Well, the workmen immediately 
started back to work. The State Police went oft* of the 
picket line. However, they were about. When I say oft* 
the picket line, I mean in the capacity that they had been 
functioning during the interval that the Governor's order 
was effective. They went hack to the position that they 
had operated under previous to the Governor's edict and 
the thing was more or less orderly. 

The number of pickets were negligible in comparison to 
the pickets that were in existence during the week previous. 

Q. Well, did any one tell you any reason for that.’ A. 
As to the absence, or the diminished number of pickets’ 

Q. Yes. A. In going through the picket lines I overheard 
some of the miners that apparently were in from the out¬ 
lying districts complaining as to them being brought into 
Johnstown to do picket duty, and there were not adequate 
steel strikers to assist them in carrying on a worthwhile 
picket duty. 

10544 Q. Well now, how long did—well, did the miners 
continue, here.’ I understood you to say that miners 

had been here, before. A. Oh, there was several demon¬ 
strations put on. There was one, the date I can't recall, 
when they came in, possibly around 4:30 or 5 o'clock in 
the morning, with a lot of gusto and hullaballoo, trying to 
produce a psychology among the people that victory had 
been accorded to the strikers. That possibly may have 
been Monday or Tuesday. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you read that answer back, 
and the previous question.’ 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last question and 
answer as above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) What days of the month? Monday 
or Tuesday? A. Why, subsequent to— 

Q. Following? A. Yes. 

Q. Well, how long did they stay here, the miners? 

Oh, just a few hours. 


A. 
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Q. Well, what happened then, if anything? A. They 
left in apparent disgust. 

Mr. Sliawe: Mr. Examiner, may we have what was done, 
and what was said, please, rather than the witness’ own 
conclusion 

1054.0 Mr. Moore: Well, *‘thev left" anvwav? 

- • • • 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The rest goes out. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do you think that might have been 
Monday, June 28th, or Tuesday, June 29th? A. I believe 
it was. 

Q. (’an you fix the date by association with anything else 
that happened on that day? A. 1 had gotten to the point 
that days didn’t have any identification. The facts are 
clear enough, but to say the particular day of the week or 
the calendar date, it is very difficult, because it was going 
practically the continual time, and had lost identity. 

Mr. Sliawe: Mr. Examiner, T might suggest I have a 
1937 calendar. It might help the witness to refresh his 
memory. 

The Witness: 1 am telling vou that the individualitv of 
the days and dates lost their significance. 

10546 Q. (By Mr. Moore) That was after martial law 
had been lifted? A. That is right. 

Q. Or so-called martial law, and the plant had been 
opened ? A. That is right. 

Q. And the men had gone back to work? A. That is 
right. 

Q. Now, did the plant continue open, from that time on ? 
A. It did not. Xot in the capacity that it was opened 
after the lifting of the Governor’s edict. 

Q. I don’t know that T understand that answer. What I 
was referring to was the time after the plant had opened, 
whether it continued open ? A. Xot to the same degree. 

0. Well, now—just what do you mean by that? A. Why, 
due to the lack of water, operations in various departments 
had to be curtailed. 

Q. That is the first we have heard of that. What effected 
the water supply? A. Why, some person or persons that 
was acquainted with the location of the mains supplying 
water to the plant, deemed that inasmuch as the other 
operations had—since the other operations had failed to be 
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successful, went oul and dynamited two of the major 

10547 lines supplying the plant with water. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that, please. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Mooro) Xow, will you tell us, if you can, 
on what date that dynamiting took place* A. Oh, maybe 
Wednesday or Thursday of that week: maybe the 2Sth or 
20th. somewhere in there. 

Q. That is, June 28th or June 29th.* A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, then, your statement that—as I understand it— 
that the plant did not continue to operate as it had been 
before was due to the lack of water* A. Oh, yes. The 
operations in various departments was absolutely depend¬ 
ent on the volume of water—or on water. 

( t >. About how lonir a time elapsed before the water mains 
were repaired, as you know? Or. if you know? A. The 
smaller main, one coming; from the border dam— 

Q. The size of that, do you know? A. I believe .‘>6 inch— 
that was repaired possibly in a day or a day and a half, and 
then that supply was turned back. The bigger main coining 
from the (Juemahoning, that is somewhere around 60 inches, 
maybe 66 inch main—the point that it was dynamited was 
more difficult of access, being partially underground, 

10548 into a tunnel, and necessitated a longer period for 
the repair of that. 

Q. Well, now, then, how long, if you remember, did the 
State Police stay here in Johnstown after the plant was 
opened on Friday or Saturday, June 25th or 26th? A. The 
State Police continued right straight through the next 
week. There could have been some withdrawn, because I 
did not ask the question of the people in charge, as to 
whether they had curtailed their number. We had gone, on 
the day that—following the dynamiting of the pipe lines, 
we had gone to the Fort Stanwix Hotel to confer with 
Captain Clark, who was then in charge. 

Q. In charge of the State Police? A. In charge of the 
State Police: made a request, due to the fear of the people 
of Johnstown that somebody in an impulsive moment, 
would earrv on a more dastardlv act than the dvnamiting 
of the lines, they would possibly go out, try to disrupt the 
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breast of the Quemahoning Dam, still under the flood shock 
that happened to the community in ’36; there were hun¬ 
dreds and hundreds of telephone calls coming in from the 
women of the community, as to the horror that they had, 
that something may take place on this dam and cause 
another catastrophe. 

Requested Captain Clark for men to be detailed to the 
breast of the dam. 

Captain Clark stated that he was in position to 
107)49 maintain order on the basis that it was being main¬ 
tained in the town, but he could not assure that 
same type of policing, if he had to divide forces that were 
functioning in Johnstown, and to take some of them up into 
Somerset County, to place them on the breast of the dam. 

He said, 4 ‘The dam is located in an adjoining county, and 
that is under the jurisdiction of another Sheriff, why not 
make the request to the Sheriff of Somerset County for 
police protection?” 

So, on my return to the office, I drafted a telegram ad¬ 
dressed to Sheriff Mare of Somerset County, which stated 
in substance that the people of Johnstown were fearful 
that something would happen to imperil life and property 
in Johnstown as a result of damage to this dam, and that 
the reservoir was eleven times the capacity of the reservoir 
that caused the catastrophe in 18S9, and requested that 
Somerset County would properly police the dam, to allay 
the fears of the citizens of the community. 

10550 I did not receive an answer to that telegram, but 
was informed that deputy sheriffs were placed at 
the Quemahoning Dam. 

Q. 'When you referred to the “breast of the dam”, 
before, did you mean the Quemahoning Dam? A. The 
Quemahoning Dam is the only dam that I am referring to, 
because the other one is miniature, when compared as 
against the Quemahoning. 

Q. Well, do you remember about the—anything about— 
if you don't remember the exact time—of the State Police 
going away? A. Well, I believe subsequent to this inter¬ 
view with Captain Clark, statements had reached a degree 
of normalcy, that State Police were being withdrawn—as 
far as the public was concerned, you could see them leav¬ 
ing. 
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One day about noon I came down Main Street from 
Market, to the Fort Stanwix Hotel, and just as I ap¬ 
proached the main entrance to the Fort Stamvix Hotel, 
there was a carload of State Police pulling out. 

The officer sitting in the rear seat on the left-hand side of 
the car had a red piece of cloth attached to his mace, and 
had his arm out the left-hand window, waving it, and he 
hollered, “We are leaving Russia.” 

Q. Now, Mr. Campbell, at the bottom of the “We Pro¬ 
test" ad. Board’s Exhibit 72, appears on the left-hand 
side, “The Citizens* Committee,'* with the name of 

10551 the chairman, and yourself as secretary; and on the 
right-hand side, “Steel Workers’ Committee." 

Will Vou tell us what vou know about the Steel Workers’ 
• • 

Committee, about its organization,—what if anything you 
had to do with it? A. Only in an advisory capacity; pos¬ 
sibly the Monday following the unusual procedure of the 
Governbr—maybe I had better say unwarranted procedure 
of the Governor— 

Trial 1 Examiner Bloom: Just call it “the procedure of 
the Governor." We will take— 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, what particular procedure do 
you refer to.’ The closing of the plant.’ A. Yes, sir. I 
was interviewing the correspondent from one of the Xew 
York papers, and there were seven men come into the 
office: the correspondent was asking as to the advancement 
of the strike, and I told him, I said, “A strike of this 
character cannot succeed in .Johnstown.** He said, “Why?" 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, would you have the 
witness please tell us whom he was talking to? Identify 
the man. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do you know— A. I cannot recall 
his name, because it was a matter of every couple hours 
that there was somebody new in. 

10552 Q. He was a newspaper reporter? A. From one 
of the Xew York papers. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, may we have the date fixed, 
as near as possible? 

The Witness: The Monday following the action of the 
Governor. 

Mr. Moore: He stated before, as I understand, that it 
was June 28th? 
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The Witness: Xo, would he June twenty—just a min¬ 
ute— 

Mr. Moore: June 21st? 

The Witness: Xo, it was June twenty—the Monday 
after this thing-—let me get that back into position, here. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, I threw you off. Disregard 
what I said. A. Well, we are getting off. Whether—it 
was the Monday previous to the “We Protest'’ ad, that 
they were in. 

Q. Yes? A. The Monday previous to the “We Protest”. 

Q. Well now, you have the date of that, right there. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, that is Monday, June 
21st? Right? 

The Witness: That would be the date. I told 

10553 him that there was an unusual condition existing 
here that you did not find in a good many of the 

industrial centers that had sprung up over night, where the 
population that was more or less flexible in older industrial 
communities had moved on to the new; that there was a 
stability existing in the working population of Johnstown, 
and I told him that at least half of the workers in the steel 
plants in Johnstown were descendants of second and third 
generations that had worked in it, or worked in the plants, 
and as a result they had their roots so deep in the ground, 
in the Johnstown vicinity, that it established a stability 
here that made them different. 

As these seven men came in, I said to him, “Xow here 
are seven steel workers. There is only one of the seven 
that T know.” 

I said. “To make my point clear to you, I will introduce 
you to these men and ask them this question.” 

That was done. The two of the names or two of the 
men that was in that group of seven, was Clare Williams— 
T hadn’t known Williams, but Gordon Ross is the only man 
that I did know when he came in—in asking the question 
to make the point that I had stated to this correspondent, 
it was found that six out of the seven men—their grand¬ 
parents had worked for the company, so that I was very 
conservative in my statement. 

10554 Q. That is, when you say “worked for the com¬ 
pany"—worked in the Cambria Plant? A. In the 

steel plant, either the Cambria Steel, or maybe back to 
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Cambria Iron, thou Cambria Steel, Midvale, and then event¬ 
ually up into Bethlehem. 

10555 Q. All right, now; will you go ahead and tell us 
what those men did. What was said to you by them 
and what you said to them, if anything? A. The men asked 
what they could do in order to get back to work. 

I informed them that the Executive Committee, of which 
I was a member, certainly was interested to know the actual 
set of facts as to the number of people that had been work¬ 
ing or wanted to work. 

The method of ascertaining the names to petitions, was 
suggested by them, on the basis of making their solicita¬ 
tion by using the men from the various departments to go 
and seek out the workers of his particular department, and 
making it possible for him either to indicate that he wanted 
to work, or refuse to sign, indicating that he didn't. 

I said to them, I said, “Boys, your time is too short, and 
ought to be conserved, and certainly von want to use a finer 
comb than that procedure.” 

T said, “Suppose that a man from the roll shop goes to 
Seward to get a man that works in the roll shop; then pos¬ 
sibly somebody from the blast furnace gets up and run 
down to Seward to find a man that works in the blast fur¬ 
nace department." 

I said, “What ought to be done is, get your de- 
1055b partmental set-up, and do this job on a geographical 
basis, and leave a man in a given ward or a given 
several blocks, go from house to house and do the job in an 
efficient, rapid manner that you are satisfied that you have 
pretty complete coverage.” 

I found out that they did that and— 

Q. Now, before you go into that—did they at that time 
have any petition, or anything of the sort, to be signed ? 

Mr. Sliawe: I object to that question, Mr. Examiner. It 
is leading. 

Mr. Moore: Well, he has indicated the plan that they 
had, and I just wanted to find out whether the plan had 
taken, iat that time, definite form, or had not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Thei Witness: Yes, the petition with just one or two 
lines of a caption to it—very, very simple in structure— 
and I would say very elemental in composition—the sub- 
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stance of it was that, “We want the opportunity to work." 

In addition to the geographical set-up, they used the 
school buildings in various sections, and fire houses in 
others, where a committee could set so that anybody could 
come, if they hadn’t been approached at their homes, to 
sign. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) That is a committee repre- 

10557 seating whom ? A. Of the steel workers. After they 
left my office, they had a meeting which they reported 

the next day, at which they worked out the detailed me¬ 
chanics for the setting up of these bureaus, if that name will 
describe them—or committees, at the public buildings, to 
accept signatures. 

Q. Did you arrange for the use of the public buildings, 
for them? A. I did not, no. These men have a fair amount 
of initiative, themselves. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That last goes out. 

10558 Mr. Shawe: May we have what was done, please? 
Q. (By Mr. Moore) Who did the physical work 

of preparing the petitions for them, if you know? A. We 
prepared quite a lot of them. 

Q. You mean by “we"— A. “We”, my force. 

Q. Does that mean a force representing the Citizens’ 
Committee? A. That is correct. 

Q. And when you say “prepared them” just what did 
you do? A. Why, by the aid of a mimeograph and type¬ 
writer, whichever was needed— 

Q. Did you have anything to do with the soliciting of 
signatures or anything of that sort? A. I did not. 

Q. Well now, you say that they reported to you action 
that they took at a later meeting; that is, after the first 
conference that these seven men had with you. When was 
that report made to you, if you know? A. The day fol¬ 
lowing. 

Q. And who made the report to you? These same seven 
men? A. Xot tho same seven men, but coincidental, there 
were seven men in the second party, but it was not 

10559 the same seven men. 

Q. Were any of them the same? A. There could 
have been several: I believe Gordon Ross was one man I 
remember as being in both groups. 
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Q. Vou spoke of Clare "Williams in the first group. A. 
Clare Williams was not in the second group. 

Mr. Sliawe: Mr. Examiner, may we have the names of 
the other men? 

MrJ Moore: lie has said he couldn't remember. 

The Witness: I can't—1 can't remember. I didn't take 
them. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Sliawe: Thank you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, Mr. Moore. 

Q. '(By Mr. Moore) What if anything was said, Mr. 
Campbell, at either of the meetings, or at any other meet¬ 
ing that you may have had with representatives of the Steel 
Workers* Committee, with reference to finances? A. 
10o()0 Well, if you will permit a statement, possibly, that 
ought to be prefaced to that, they announced on their 
second visit, that they had had a group meeting, I believe 
they said it was attended in the neighborhood of fifty to 
sixty'employees, that was held in the Fire Engine House 
in Morrellville, I believe, and that Barnhart and Shaffer 
had been selected as chairman and secretary of their Steel 
W< >rkors' Committee. 

(>. I)o you remember the first names of those men, so we 
can identify them? A. I don't. But it appears on the ad. 
Maybe Carl Shaffer. 

Q. i Vou mav refresh vour memorv from the ad. A. 
Yes, Carl II. Shaffer and James J. Barnhart. 

Q. Will you spell the “Carl IT. Shaffer**? A. S-h-a-f- 
f-e-r. 

(). And the beginning—spell the word “Carl**. A. Carl, 
with a “O'*. 

Q. sThat is right. And the other man ? A. James J. 
Barnhart—B-a-r-n-h-a-r-t. 

Q. And they were, as stated there to be, respectively, 
secretary and— A. Treasurer. 

Q. iAnd chairman? A. Or—I beg your pardon—chair¬ 
man and secretary. 

10."(>1 Q. And which one is the chairman ? A. Shaffer. 

Q. All right. And will you— A. And that they 
had been delegated blanket authority to function in behalf 
of the Steel Workers' Committee. 
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Mr. Sliawo: Mr. Examiner, if I may interrupt, may we 
have how that authoritv was granted to them? 

Mr. Moore: Well, he has stated, Mr. Examiner— 

The Witness: I tried to say that at this meeting in the 
i Fire Engine House at Morrellville, where a meeting of the 

* steel workers had taken place, that they had been created 

* into office, and had been given power to represent them. 

Mr. Moore: As I understand, Mr. Examiner, he was 
i stating what these two men had said to him, had taken 

place. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He has told that. 
r The Witness: Yes. 

* Q. (By Mr. Moore) Will you go right ahead l 1 A. When 
they were in, on Tuesday, the “We Protest*’ ad was pretty 

i well formulated, it was shown to them, and permission for 

the use of their names on that, as well as subsequent state- 

* ments emanating from the committee— 

i Q. That is, the Citizens’ Committee, do you mean? 

* 10562 A. Yes, sir, was granted, and in regard to finances, 

they agreed to leave the matter of receipt and dis¬ 
bursement of funds incident to the appeal of these ads, be 
>! handled by the Citizens* Committee, and if they had actual 

expenses, that the Citizens* Committee, in turn, would fur¬ 
nish nominal amounts to meet their expenses. 

* Q. Xow when you say “their names”—you mean— A. 

a The chairman and secretary. 

Q. And also the names— A. “The Steel Workers’ Com- 
k mittee.” 

Q. Yes. Well was there anything else happened with 
reference to any contributions or the financing in any way, 
^ that you remember? A. Oh, a day or so after that, some of 

4 the boys came in and in small bags they had an accumula¬ 

tion of small coins, some quarters, dimes, nickels and pen¬ 
nies, and 1 believe they said it totalled somewhere around 
I fourteen dollars, and said it had originated from men in 

K i various departments, and I told him that their proper thing 

to do would be to take that money down and segregate it 

* into an account that was specifically theirs, and not inter¬ 
mingled with the funds that were coming as a result of 

! these ads of the Citizens' Committee. 
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10563 i Q. That is, you mean this “We Protest” ad or 
other ads in the name of both committees? A. That 

is correct. 

Q. Xow, you say the money, the small amount, contribu¬ 
tions, had originated in the various departments. What do 
you mean by that? A. Why from the—the workers them¬ 
selves had given it to their fellow workers. 

Q. Xow, you stated that the petitions were prepared for 
the Steel Workers' Committee in your office, or in the office 
that— A. 1 couldn't say that all of them were prepared 
in our office. 

10564 i ( t ). Well, were those that were prepared in your 
office, prepared all at one time? A. Xo, sir, they 

were not, because they had no knowledge as to how many 
they were going to require. 

Q. Well, just what does that mean, that they were pre¬ 
pared over a period— A. Well, they would take a supply 
with them, as their needs were current, but as soon as they 
had those filled up, they would bring those back to the office 
and the numbers tabulated, and additional blanks obtained. 

Q. Von say that the petitions that were signed were 
brought back to your office: did you have anything to do 
with the petitions after they were signed? A. Other than 
tabulating the number. 

Q. Do you mean, counting the number of signers to the 
petitions? A. That is correct. 

Q. Do you remember about what the number was, after 
all you saw had been tabulated? A. Well, the total tabula¬ 
tion built up to in excess of 10,000. 

Q. 1 1 have forgotten whether I asked you what the sub¬ 
stance was, as you remember it, or what the heading on the 
petitions was. A. Well, it was just possibly two or 

10565 three lines of—that they were petitioning for the op¬ 
portunity to go back to work. 

Q. Were they addressed to anyone? A. I don't believe. 
Mr. Moore: Mr. Broun raises a doubt in mv mind as to 
whether you have stated one point. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, was the formal ad., or what 
was substantially the formal ad., “We Protest” ad, sub¬ 
mitted to the representatives of the Steel Workers’ Com¬ 
mittee? A. The group of seven saw the thing as it was 
pretty near completed, on late Tuesday some time. Then 
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on Wednesday Shaffer and Barnhart was in the office and 

I feel certain that they were shown the complete ad. by 

representatives of the John Price Jones Agency. 

Q. But were you told that they approved the ad? A. 

Well, they had authorized the use of their names, pro- 

viouslv. 

% 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, no, that is not the ques¬ 
tion, Mr. Campbell. I don't think you quite understood it. 
Read the previous question, please. 

I understood, Mr. Moore, your question was whether they 
approved of the ad, after it was prepared. 

Mr. Moore: Yes, on Wednesday. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On Wednesday. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) After they saw it in final 
105G6 form? A. That was my understanding. 

Q. Well, now, 1 also understood you to say, I am 
not sure, that you did not suggest the text of these petitions 
or— A. Xo, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discusion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record: 1:45. 

(Thereupon, at 12:15 o'clock p. in., the hearing adjourned 
to 1:45 o'clock p.m.) 


10570 ^ I ft ( r H cress 

(Thereupon, the hearing was resumed, pursuant to ad¬ 
journment, at 1:45 o'clock p. in.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come 
to order. 


Lawrence Campbell resumed the stand as a witness by 
and on behalf of the Respondents, and having been pre¬ 
viously sworn, testified further as follows: 

Direct Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Campbell, as we adjourned, we 
were talking about the general subject of finances of the 
Steel Workers’ Committee. You had told us about the 
small amount of money that they had brought to your office 
and that you were advised that they had deposited in their 
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own account. Do you know whether any part of the money 
that was collected or paid after this joint advertisement, 
“We Protest** was published, was appropriated to the 
Steel Workers* Committee.' A. I know it was authorized, 
Mr. Moore. 

Q. Ditl you have anything to do with that .’ A. Only as a 
part of the committee. 

(>. You mean as a member of the Executive Committee.* 
A. That's correct. 

ty You mean by that, that the Executive Committee did 
take action? A. Yes, sir. 

10571 Q. Well, what in substance was that action? A. 

Well, the one was authorizing: the chairman, Mr. 
Martin, to have a nominal amount drawn in favor of the 
Steel Workers and the second was a similar action. 

Q. What do you mean by nominal amount ? A. Oh, I be¬ 
lieve one figure was 250, and the other figure was 500 
dollars. 

Q. So that there were appropriated bv the committee, 
then. $750. altogether? A. It was authorized by the com¬ 
mittee, payment, of course, would be a matter of the 
t reasurer. 

<y Well, would you toll us whether or not there was any 
understanding between the Citizens* Committee and the 
Steel Workers* Committee as to how.the funds that were 
contributed in response to the joint appeal would be used? 

Mr. Shawo: May I have that question read back, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainlv. 


(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Moore: I mean as between the two committees. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the form of the question, 
10572 Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don't quite get your 
meaning, Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore: Well, here was a joint appeal, money that 
came in by the subscriber, the contributor, I take it that he 
would not specify that this was to be used by one commit¬ 
tee or another committee. I want to find out whether there 
was any understanding as to how the money would be used 
as between the two committees. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean whether there should 
he apportionment or allocation.’ 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you understand that’ 

Tile Witness: Yes, I understood the question in the 
heidii n in*?. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mavhe because vou are a lot 

• • 

smarter than I am. 

The Witness: Xo. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: (io ahead. 

The Witness: Why, there was an understanding, the pur¬ 
pose ol* the appeal in the first place that carried the names 
ol* the Citizens* Committee ami the Steel Workers' Com¬ 
mittee was to do a particular job. This was undoing: what 
the Governor had done. Therefore, the expenses 
10575 incident to the Publicity was to he paid from the 
funds coming- in and any expenses that the Steel 
Workers incurred in the discharge of their committee work 
was to he paid from the treasury of the Citizens' Com¬ 
mittee. 

(J. I have forgotten, Mr. Campbell, whether you told us 
what you did, if anything, about the publication or the prep¬ 
aration of publication of the pamphlet entitled. ’’The Les¬ 
son of Johnstown/’ 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You haven't ask him that. 

Mr. Moore: I have not? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You haven't asked him that. 

(>. (By Mr. Moore) Will you tell us what you know about 
that pamphlet* A. That was prepared by John Price 
Jones, the John Price Jones Agency, and was submitted to 
the Executive Committee for their approval. 

Q. And was it approved by the Executive Committee.’ 
A. It was approved by the Executive Committee. 

Q. Did you have anything to do with the preparation 
of it ? A. I would have to say yes, and then say no. If you 
mean the technical part of preparing it, no. Tile entire 
background of the copy in the “We Protest" ad. 
10574- together with the copy that appeared in this booklet 
was the summation of the information that I had 
'produced to the John Price Jones Agency. 

They certainly could not create the stuff without knowing 
the facts. 
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Q. You mean by that, that your work was confined to fur¬ 
nishing the material.* A. The information. 

(,). And the writing of it was done by the John Price 
Jones Agency ? A. That is correct, with the exception of a 
portion of that booklet that Reverend Stanton contributed 
himself. 

That is the foreword, so to speak* A. That's right. 

Q. What was done with the pamphlet, if you know.’ A. 
You sav what was done with it 

Q. Xo, with the pamphlet after it was printed* A. Why, 
it received general distribution. 

Q. Through the mails. 3 A. Yes, pretty close to the four 
corners of the United States and 1 think a few foreign 
countries. 

Q. Was there any arrangement between the Steel Work¬ 
ers' Committee and the Citizens' Committee as to pub¬ 
licity, if so, tell us what it was? 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, may we know what counsel 
means by arrange? 

10575 Trial Kxaminer Bloom: What do von mean bv 

• • 

that, Mr. Moore? As I recall it. the witness has told 
us this morning how the Steel Workers* Committee au¬ 
thorized the issuance of its name, or tile use of its name, 
in connection with the ad. 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Kxaminer Bloom: Do you mean anything more 
than that? 

Mr. Moore: I mean more than that. He told us that 
they approved that and authorized the use of the name. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: Xow, I want to know if any other matters, 
if there was any arrangement— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

The Witness: Well, if T didn't make that clear this 
morning I surely meant to. At the time that authorization 
was given, it was not only for the 44 Wo Protest" ad, it was 
for anything that the Citizens' Committee deemed would 
be necessary. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) In the way of publicity? A. Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think he made that quite clear 
this morning. 
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Mr. Moore: Well, I want to make sure. Just a moment. 
Mr. Examiner, so that 1 can make a final check of 

10576 my notes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, we will take a few 
minutes, then, Mr. Moore, if you want to. 

Mr. Moore: All right, thank you. 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

10577 Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, we have some formal 
questions that we wish to ask Mr. Campbell, and with your 
permission 1 will ask Mr. Broun to— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

Mr. Moore: —conduct that part of the examination. 
Before doing that, however, I have one question 1 would 
like to ask Mr. Campbell. I don't think he has covered it: 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) i believe, Mr. Campbell, you told us 
that it was agreed between you and Mr. Martin, I think you 
said at the Sunnehamia Country Club, on the night of Sun¬ 
day, June 20th, that Mr. Waters and Mr. Stanton would 
be added to the Executive Committee. A. Xo, I did not 
slate that. I stated after the meeting of Sunday afternoon 
adjourned, that Mr. Martin and I, standing out on the 
veranda, discussed the advisability of a Finance Commit¬ 
tee, and we reached an agreement that Robert S. Waters 
would be a proper chairman for it. 

Q. Yes, that is right. But didn't you say sometime dur¬ 
ing your testimony, at some time you agreed that Mr. 
Stanton and Mr. Waters would be added to the Executive 
Committee? A. I believe on Monday, the 21st. It certainly 
was sometime after Sunday, June 20th. It could have been 
the 21st or 22nd, that the name of Mr. Waters and 
1057S Mr. Stanton—or Reverend Stanton—was added to 
the Executive Committee, increasing it from five to 
seven, because the work became more momentous than it 
had previously. 

Q. That is all right, I just wanted to find out when the 
appointment was made. Thank you. 

Mr. Moore: Xow, go ahead, Mr. Broun. 
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Direct Examination ((’ontinned) 


Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, Mr. Campbell, I propose to 
ask you a number of questions which are somewhat in¬ 
volved, and which T particularly desire that you fully under¬ 
stand before you attempt to answer them. If any question 
is not clear to you, please do not hesitate to ask that it be 
repeated as many times as you like, until you are sure that 
you do understand it. 

In asking the questions I shall list* the phrase, ‘‘tile 
transaction of business," or some other phrase which has 
substantially the same connotation. 

Will you please tell me, now. what you understand that 
phrase'to mean.* The phrase, “transaction of business." 
A. The carrying on of an activity. 

(j. Could you be just a little bit more specific than that, 
so that— 


10579 Trial Examiner Bloom: I do not think he had 
finished. Mr. Broun. 

The Witness: Oh. yes, I had. 

Mr. Broun: I wasn't sure when he stopped, but I 
thought afterwards he had, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I thought it was just a long 
pause, and he hadn't finished. 

O. {By Mr. Broun) Will you be more specific, Mr. 
Campbell so we may be sure what your understanding of 
the phrase is ? Perhaps using an illustration, if you care to. 
A. The conducting of negotiations: it can either he tangible 
or intangible. It may he a matter of reaching an agree¬ 
ment on—as to policy; carrying out of specific acts: it can 
be in the authorization of expenditures, the solicitation of 
funds, and it is unending as to the character of activities 
that could be included into it. But it certainly includes 
some specific movement. 

Q. Well now, I will proceed now, Mr. Campbell, to ask 
you the questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, are you going to 
ask him about the membership? 

Mr. Broun: 1 think, Mr. Examiner, that he has already 
covered— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 


BETH. STEEL. CO. ET AL. VS. NATE. LABOR BEL. BOA BP. 5209 

10580 Mr. Broun: —what In* considered membership. If 
I am mistaken in that, I will be glad to ask him again. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, that is all right, so the rec¬ 
ord is clear. 

Mr. Broun: Do you remember that a list was produced? 
Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. 

Mr. Broun: And T think at that time he stated his con¬ 


cept. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think vou are right. 

Q. (By Mi*. Broun) Did anyone purporting to lx* a rep¬ 
resentative of, or to be acting for, or to be authorized to 
act for, either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation, at any time before or during the strike 
among the employees of Bethlehem Steel Company at its 
Cambria Plant, in June, 1957. directly or indirectly suggest 
to you, or order or direct that you, or, in so far as you 
know, that the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or any mem¬ 
ber, officer, representative or committee thereof, do or re¬ 
frain from doing anything in connection with the formation 
of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee. 7 

Mr. Shawo: Mr. Examiner, I object to that question on 
the ground that it is too broad and too vague. I object 
to it on tin* further ground that it calls for a conclusion on 
the part of the witness, and 1 object to it on the ground that 
it is entirely immaterial, irrelevant and incompetent. 

10581 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that objection is 
overruled and it is understood that the Board's coun¬ 
sel have similar objections to all of this line of questions. 

Mr. Shawe: Xow, before the witness answers the ques¬ 
tion, I would like to- be sure that the witness understands 
the question, and I would like to have him tell us what 
the question means to him. 

Mr. Broun: I think, Mr. Examiner, since there has been 
an interruption, it might be well to re-read the question 
to the witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Broun: So that he may have it clearly in mind. 

10582 Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you be good 
enough to please read the question, and then after 

it has been read, Mr. Campbell, you tell us what the ques¬ 
tion means to your mind. I want to be sure that you fully 
understand it before you answer it. 
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Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, because these questions are 
rather long, with your permission, I would like to re-read 
the question myself. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well, you probably can 
put the emphasis on the way it should be, better than the 
reporter. 

Mr. Broun: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did any one purporting to be a 
representative of or to he acting for or to he authorized 
to act for, either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation, at any time before or during the strike 
among the employees of Bethlehem Steel Company at its 
Cambria Plant in June, 11)37, directly or indirectly suggest 
to you, or order or direct that you, or in so far as you know, 
that the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or any member, 
officer, repesentative or committee thereof, do or refrain 
from doinir aiivtliing in connection with the formation of 
the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee. ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xow, Mr. Campbell, will 
10583 you tell us what that question means, as you under¬ 
stand it ? 

The "Witness: Well, doesn't the attorney understand any 
part of! it ! Or does he want the whole question explained? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, l think the attorney under¬ 
stands it, hut it is a question of whether you understand it, 
so that we will know whether your answers really mean 
anything: we want to he sure that you have the question in 
mind. 

Tiie Witness: ••Anybody purporting to be,” would be 
an acting on the part of that individual, “anybody repre¬ 
senting." would he acting in the role of an agent. And 
the period of the strike among the employees would be a 
given, specific period. As to whether the person under their 
own initiative, or acting as an agent for the Steel Corpo¬ 
ration. had made any suggestions to me as an individual or 
to the committee of which I was connected with, during the 
period of the strike. 

Mr. Broun: “Or suggest, or order or direct,"—the ques¬ 
tion, of course, is involved. It contains the three words. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, is that all it means ! 

The Witness: You say, “Is that all it means?” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 
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The Witness: That is what it does mean to- me. 

10584 Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you read it 
again, Mr. Broun. Xow, listen carefully, please. 

Mr. Broun: I think, Mr. Examiner, that the witness 
stated the question almost— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, he apparently left off the 
point that you are driving- at. 

Mr. Broun: I think I see what you mean. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Try that again, see if you can— 
Mr. Broun: All right, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did any one purporting— 

Mr. Broun: 1 think, Mr. Examiner, before I read the 
question, that the witness has covered the meaning, to 
him, of all of that part of the question except the following 
predicate, if I may say so, which was: “Whether the sug¬ 
gestion had anything to do with the formation of the com¬ 
mittee.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well,— 

Mr. Broun: Is that the point? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is true, yes. 

Mr. Broun: Well, now, let me read the question again: 
Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did any one purporting to be a 
representative of, or to be acting for, or to be authorized 
to act for, either Bethlehem Steel Company or Beth- 

10585 leliem Steel Corporation, at any time before or dur¬ 
ing the strike among the employees of Bethlehem 

Steel Company at is Cambria Plant in June, 1937, directly 
or indirectly suggest to you, or order or direct that you, or 
in so far as you know, that the Johnstown Citizens' Com¬ 
mittee or any member, officer, representative or committee 
thereof, do or refrain from doing anything in connection 
with the formation of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee? 

Xow, Mr. Campbell, having the question in mind again, 
would you state again— A. That is, taking up where I 
left off, before ? 

Mr. Broun: If that is satisfactory to the Examiner, it 
is quite all right with me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: So that you know, just so that 
you understand it. 

10586 The Witness: As to whether the person either 
directly on their own initiative or indirectly in the 
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employ of the corporation, approached either myself or 
anybody else actively in tb Citizens’ Committee at a later 
date, ami suggested or assisted or caused to have formed a 
committee such as the Citizens* Committee, and influenced 
its work. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer of the witness as 
above set forth.) 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that if it is 
desired that the witness shall pick the question to pieces 
and analyze it word by word, that with a question that is 
long, it 1 is only fair that it be written out and shown to the 
witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think that is— 

Mr. Broun: Because it is so long*. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Of course. 

Mr. Broun: That a man can't remember it word for 
word, in explaining the meaning of the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is why I wanted to be sure 
that they do understand, the questions are long. 

Mr. Broun: The question is long, and 1 would like to 
show the question to the witness. 

i Trial Examiner Bloom: If vou have it written 
10587 out, because knowing what you have in mind, here, 
vou are trving to establish a negative, and of course 
in order to do that, it has to be shown, first, that the wit¬ 
ness really understands these questions, which are very in¬ 
volved. 

Mr. Broun: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo question about that. 

Mr. Broun: It is harder to find a good short-cut, some¬ 
times, only when it takes so many words it is hard to re¬ 
member. 

Mr. Shawe: That is the reason why I suggested that we 
have the understanding of the question by tin* witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I mean that is the prin¬ 
cipal— 

The Witness: Your ‘‘directly or indirectly suggest to 
you" certainly implies whether they came directly to do 
it, and the indirect act could either be by suggestion or 
through an intermediate party. Xow your “order” could 
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be from the same combination of conditions. And of course 
the balance, here, of activities, the formation of the eoin- 
mitte and activities of the committee— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo. 

Mr. Broun: Just confine yourself— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: to purely the formation. 

Mr. Broun: —to purely the formation, Mr. 
105S8 Campbell. 


The Witness: The answer is “Xo.” 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In other words, the first question 
ends with “Johnstown Citizens’ Committee,” after “a”. 
A. The answer is “Xo. 

Q. Well now— 

Mr. Shawe: Just a minute. 

ill*. Broun: Does the counsel for the Board or the Ex¬ 
aminer wish the witness to further elucidate the meaning 


of the question to him? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, I mean, if the witness is 
positive that he understands it, why, we will just assume 
that he does understand it, or else lit* would not have an¬ 
swered it. And then if you have any further doubts in 
your mind, Mr. Shawe, you can cross examine. 

Mr. Shawe: 1 am sorry, 1 didn't understand the witness' 
last answer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He said no. 

Mr. Shawe: Oh. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : In other words, he has answered 
the question. He says “no/’ 

Mr. Broun: Well now, Mr. Examiner, while we are 
on the other phases of the same question, might we permit 
the witness to have— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: May I see these papers, please? 

Mr. Broun: —all of that paper. It is on the 
10580 second page and over on to the second page, down 
to the bottom of that page. 

(Consultation held between Trial Examiner Bloom and 


the witness.) 


Mr. Shawe: Off the record? 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 


(Discussion was held off the record.) 
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10590 Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

' Q- (By Mr. Brouc.; Did any one purporting to be a 
representative of or to be acting for or to be authorized to 
act for, either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation, at any time before or during the strike 
among the employees of Bethlehem Steel Company at its 
Cambria Plant in June, 1937, directly or indirectly suggest 
to you, or order or direct that you, or in so far as you 
know, itliat the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or any 
member, officer, representative or committee thereof, do or 
refrain from doing anything in connection with any of the 
activities of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of its 
Executive Committee or of any other committee of the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the holding of anv meetings? 
A. Xo. 

10591 i Q. Or in connection with the issuance of any pub¬ 
lic statement or statements? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the insertion of any advertise¬ 
ment or advertisements in anv newspaper or newspapers? 
A. Xo. 


Q. Or in connection with the publication of any booklet 
or booklets, or any pamphlet or pamphlets? A. Xo. 

( t >. Or in connection with the making of any speeches, or 
statements over the radio, or otherwise? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the solicitation or expenditure 
of funds? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the sending of any communica¬ 
tions to, or the holding of any conferences with officials of 
or other persons purporting to represent the United States 
of Amercia ? A. Xo. 

Q. Or the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania? A. Xo. 

Q. Or Cambria County? A. Xo. 

Q. Or the City of Johnstown ? A. Xo. 

10592 Q. Or Franklin Boro? A. Xo. 

Q. Or the so-called Steel Workers’ Committee? 

A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with anything whatsoever? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 
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Mr. Broun: I would like to look at that list, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, just to make sure there is nothing on here except the 
questions. 

(Thereupon, counsel for respondents examined papers.) 

Mr. Broun: I might do the same thing with the rest of 
them, to save time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did any one whom you know or be¬ 
lieve to have been a representative of or acting for or au¬ 
thorized to act for, either Bethlehem Steel Company or 
Bethlehem Steel Corporation, at any time before or during 
the strike among the employees of Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany at its Cambria Plant in June, 1937, directly or indi¬ 
rectly suggest to you or order or direct that you, or in so 
far as you know, that the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or 
any member, officer, representative or committee thereof, 
do or refrain from doing anything in connection with the 
formation of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? 

10593 Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I think we should find 
out, since the question is rather long, if you witness 

clearly understands the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Could you tell us, Mr. Campbell, 
the difference between this question and the previous ques¬ 
tion? 

The "Witness: I am trying to satisfy myself on that dif¬ 
ference right now. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

The Witness: The question before is a matter as to 
whether I have had personal knowledge. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, what do you mean by 
that? I mean, where does that appear? 

The Witness: Well, at the beginning of your question 
on—or as to the question there, ‘‘Do you know”—“Or, 
did any one whom you knew or believe to have been”. 

Mr. Broun: Whom you know, Mr. Campbell. Not— 

The Witness: “Know or believe to have been a repre¬ 
sentative,” that would be knowledge on my part. The first 
question leaves it up to anybody that has offered them¬ 
selves to be. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think the witness un- 

10594 derstands the question. 
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The Witness: Is that— * 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, that is my idea of it. 

Is that what you intend by the question, Mr. Broun? 

10595 Mr. Broun: Yes, Mr. Examiner. The first ques- » 

tion refers, as Mr. Campbell said, to a person who 

came to him at the time purporting to represent or to be 
acting for or authorized to act for; the second question is • 

someone whom lie— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Knows. 

Mr. Broun: Knows now or believes was at the time a * 

representative of or acting for or authorized to act for. 

Now, Mr. Campbell— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, that last statement of * 

yours, you say “whom he knows now.” 

Mr. Broun: Or “knew" at any time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. • 

Mr. Broun: I do not mean to exclude, by the word—by 4 

saying that it means something he may have known before 
the present instant—present knowledge. The word “no'’ 
is in the present tense, no matter when he acquired the 
knowledge. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see. All right, just so the 
witness understands it. • 

Mr. Broun: It is all-inclusive, vou see? 

‘ • 4 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do you understand that, Mr. Camp- 4 

bell? A. Well, that was my understanding of it. 

Q. Now, do you have the question in mind? A. 

10596 Yes, sir. * 

Q. Will you answer it, please? A. Xo. t 

Q. Xow again I will re-read the forepart of the question 
and then continue as I did with the first question. Did any¬ 
one whom you know or believe to have been a representa¬ 
tive of or acting for or authorized to act for either Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation at any 
time before or during the strike among the employees of * 

Bethlehem Steel Company at its Cambria Plant in June, 

1937. directly or indirectly suggest to you or order or di¬ 
rect that you or in so far as you know that the Johnstown 
Citizens* Committee or any member, officer, representative 
or committee thereof do or refrain from doing anything in 
connection with any of the activities of the Johnstown Citi- * 
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zens’ Committee or of its Executive Committee or of any 
other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? 
A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the holding of any meetings? 
A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the issuance of any public state¬ 
ment or statements? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the insertion of any ad- 

10597 vertisement or advertisements in any newspaper or 
newspapers? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Or in connection with the publication of any booklet 
or booklets or any pamphlet or pamphlets? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the making of any speeches or 
statements over the radio or otherwise? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the solicitation or expenditure 
of funds ? A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with the sending of any communica¬ 
tions to or the holding of any conferences with officials of 
or other persons purporting to represent the United States 
of America ? A. Xo. 

Q. Or the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania? A. Xo. 

Q. Or Cambria County? A. Xo. 

Q. Or the City of Johnstown? A. Xo. 

Q. Or Franklin Boro? A. Xo. 

Q. Or the so-called Steel 'Workers' Committee? 

10598 A. Xo. 

Q. Or in connection with anything whatsoever? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Mr. Broun: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon a discussion was held off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In taking any action or in doing 
anything or in refraining from taking any action or doing 
anything did you, as a member of the Johnstown Citizens’ 
Committee or of its Executive Committee or of any other 
committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, ever act 
for the purpose of aiding, helping or benefiting Bethlehem 
Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation as distin¬ 
guished from any other interest or other property owner 
whether located in Johnstown or elsewhere? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Mr. Broun: Off tlie record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon a discussion was held off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In taking any action or in doing 
anything or in refraining from taking any action or doing 
anything, did you as a member of the Johnstown Citizens’ 
Committee or of its Executive Committee or of any 
10509 other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Commit- 
i tee ever endeavor to act for the purpose of aiding, 
helping or benefiting Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Corporation as distinguished from any other in¬ 
terest or other property owner whether located in Johns¬ 
town or elsewhere? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In so far as you know did the Johns¬ 
town Citizens* Committee or its Executive Committee or 
any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee 
or any member or representative of any of such committees 
ever take any action or do anything or refrain from taking 
any action or doing anything for the purpose of aiding, 
helping or benefiting Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Corporation as distinguished from any other in¬ 
terest or other property owner whether located in Johns¬ 
town or elsewhere? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

You had better read those slow now. 

Mr. Broun: Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did any member or representative 
of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of its Executive 
Committee or of any other committee of the Johnstown Cit¬ 
izens' Committee at any meeting of any of such committees 
! which you attended or elsewhere, in so far as you 
10600 know, ever say in words or in substance that the 
taking of any action or the doing of anything, or the 
refraining from taking any action or doing anything by any 
of such committees or by any member or representative 
thereof was for the purpose of aiding, helping or benefiting 
Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corpora¬ 
tion as distinguished from any other interest or other 
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property owner whether located in Johnstown or else¬ 
where? A. Xo. 

Q. "Was anything said bv anyone in any meeting of the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of its Executive Com¬ 
mittee or of any other committee of the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee which vou attended to the effect that anv- 

• * 

thiii"’ was to be done or attempted by the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee or by its Executive Committee or by any 
other committee of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee in 
the interest of Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation as distinguished from any other interest 
or other property owner whether located in Johnstown or 
elsewhere? A. Xo. 

Q. Do you know Mr. C. R. Ellicott? A. Casually. 

Q. Did Mr. C- R. Ellicott in so far as you know 

10601 take any part in the transaction of any business that 
was transacted at any time by the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens' Committee or by its Executive Committee or by any 
other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? 
A. Xot to my knowledge. 

Q. Did you ever hear from any member or representa¬ 
tive of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or of its Exec¬ 
utive Committee or of any other committee of the Johns¬ 
town Citizens’ Committee that Mr. C. R. Ellicott ever took 
any part in the transaction of any business that was trans¬ 
acted at any time by any of such committees? A. I did not. 

Mr. Rose: Excuse me, of course the objection applies 
to this ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. it has been applying to 
this whole series. The series being down to the end where 
those names are furnished to the witness and the question 
is asked concerning the names, that is what I mean by the 
series. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You testified, I believe, Mr. Camp¬ 
bell, that Mr. Sidney D. Evans was present at the meeting 
of the Citizens’ Committee held at the Elks Club on the 
evening of Monday, June 14, 1937, and that at that meeting 
Mr. Evans stated in substance that Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany would keep the mills open for the men who de- 

10602 sired to work: do you regard the making of that 
statement as the transaction of business A. 1 do not. 
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Q. Did Mr. Evans, in so far as you know, take any part 
in the transaction of any business that was transacted at 
that meeting? A. He did not. 

10603 Q. Xow, Mr. Campbell, you have testified about 
what 1 mav call an offer of contribution made by Mr. 

Sidney D. Evans at a meeting of the Executive Committee 
held on June 16, 1937. Disregarding that, not considering 
whether it is the transaction of business or is not the trans¬ 
action of business, did Mr. Sidney D. Evans take any part 
in so far as you know in the transaction of any business 

that was transacted at anv time bv the Johnstown Citizens’ 

• % 

Committee or by its Executive Committee or by any other 
committee of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a minute, Mr. Broun, may 
I inquire why you make the exception there ? 

Mr. Broun: Well, sir, we made the exception yesterday, 
I believe it was in the case of the witness Martin. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is correct. 

Mr. Broun: And this was substantially the same ques¬ 
tion. Mr. Campbell had testified about the same transac¬ 
tion in so far as the meeting, the same incident in so far as 
the meeting of June 16th was concerned. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, would it not be impor¬ 
tant to find out from this witness whether he considers that 
a transaction, as the question reads when you except that 
particular thing we don't have the benefit of his expression 
as to whether or not he considers that a transaction, 

10604 whether Mr. Evans did business. 

Mr. Broun: lie, having stated exactly what took 
place, |it did not seem to me that that was necessary, but I 
will be very glad to ask the witness that question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That's all right. 

Mr. Moore: May I break in, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr.|Moore: Because I was conducting the examination 
with Mr. Martin. The theory upon which I omitted that, 
or excluded it, from his consideration, as well as the pay¬ 
ment of moneys to Mr. Martin and Mr. Connor, and Mr. 
Martin’s representatives, was because those transactions, 
if they were transactions, were excluded anv wav bv the 
specific testimony. What had been done there had been 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 5311 


described. I did not feel that I was authorized or could 
properly say to the witness what I thought about those par¬ 
ticular things, but whether or not they were transactions, 
was immaterial, because what had been done with reference 
to those had been fully set forth. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 see, and here you are estab¬ 
lishing a negative where-as that was positive testimony in 
any event. 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see, all right. 

10605 Mr. Moore: Then, too, Mr. Campbell here made 
a definition which did not make it clear to me whether 

or not he would exclude. 1 would like to have his view as 
to whether that was the transaction of business, anvwav. 

Trial Examiner Bloo-m: Well, last night in reading over 
the record, it struck me, I was wondering whether you saw 
it in that light, I was intending to call it to your attention 
when we got to the next witness, I had a note to do that. 

Mr. Moore: I think it would be well to have Mr. Camp¬ 
bell state whether or not he considered that offer the trans¬ 
action of business. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you do that, Mr. Campbell? 
A. I do not, not any more than tomorrow 1 expect to com¬ 
plete a nominal contribution to the Colored Church, and I 
certainly don't feel that I am taking part in transacting 
their business. 

Mr. Broun: Now, then, I will ask you the question again, 
Mr. Campbell, or a similar question without the exception. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did M. Sidney D. Evans take any 
part in so far as you know in the transaction of any busi¬ 
ness that was transacted at any time by the Johnstown Cit¬ 
izens' Committee or by its Executive Committee or 

10606 by any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ 
Committee ? A. He did not. 

Q. Did you ever hear from any member or representative 
of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or of its Executive 
Committee or of any other committee of the Johnstown 
Citizens' Committee that Mr. Sidney D. Evans ever took 
any part in the transaction of any business that was trans¬ 
acted at any time by any of such committees ? A. I did not. 

Q. Did any person purporting to be a representative of 
or to be acting for or to be authorized to act for either 
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Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation 
take any part in so far as you know in the transaction of 
anv business that was transacted at anv time by the Johns- 
town Citizens' Committee or by its Executive Committee 
or by any other committee of the Johnstown Citizen's Com¬ 
mittee? A. Xo. 

Mr. Broun: Oil the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Olf the record. 

(There was a discussion olf the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did any person who you know or 
believe to have been a representative of or acting for or 
authorized to act for either Bethlehem Steel Com- 
10607 pany or Bethlehem Steel Corporation take any part 
in so far as vou know in the transaction of anv busi- 
ness that was transacted at any time by the Johnstown 
Citizens' Committee or by its Executive Committee or by 
any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens' Commit¬ 
tee ? A. Xo. 

Q. Did you ever hear from any member or representa¬ 
tive of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or of its Exec¬ 
utive Committee or of any other committee of the Johns¬ 
town Citizens' Committee that any person purporting: to 
be a representative of or to be acting: for or to be authorized 
to act for either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation ever took any part in the transaction of 
anv business that was transacted at anv time bv anv of such 
committees l A. Xo. 

Q. Did you ever hear from any member or representative 
of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or of its Executive 
Committee or of any other committee of the Johnstown 
Citizens' Committee that any person who you know was or 
believe to have been a representative of or acting for or au¬ 
thorized to act for either Bethlehem Steel Company or 
Bethlehem Steel Corporation ever took any part in the 
transaction of any business that was transacted at any time 
by any of such committees? A. Xo. 

1060S Q. Did you ever hear from any. member or repre¬ 
sentative of the Johnstown Citizens 9 Committee or 
of its Executive Committee or of any other committee of 
the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee that any person who 
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such member or representative stated that he knew or be¬ 
lieved was a representative of or acting for or authorized 
to act for either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation ever took any part in the transaction 
of any business that was transacted at any time by any of 
such committees/ A. Xo. 

Q. Did any member or representative of the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee or of its Executive Committee or of 
any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens* Commit¬ 
tee ever tell you that there ever was any connection between 
any of such committees and either Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany or Bethlehem Steel Corporation. A. Xo. 

Q. Did any one who purported to be a representative of 
or acting for or to be authorized to act for either Bethlehem 
Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation ever tell 
you that there ever was any connection between the Johns¬ 
town Citizens' Committee or its Executive Committee or 
any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ 
10609 Committee and either such company or such corpo¬ 
ration? A. Xo. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In that question, the word was 
used, or words, “any connection between*’. What does 
that mean to you, Mr. Campbell? 

The Witness: Why, it would have to be a relationship 
or a working agreement. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You say or a working agree¬ 
ment ? 

The Witness: Yes. 1 certainly don't consider that the 
asking of information on specific questions as being any 
relationship— 

Mr. Broun: Will you read back the preceding answer, 
the answer to the Examiner's question 

(The reporter read as follows: 

“The Witness: Why, it would have to be a relationship 
or a working agreement.” 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did any one who you know was or 
believe to have been a representative of or acting for or 
authorized to act for either Bethlehem Steel Company or 
Bethlehem Steel Corporation ever tell you that there ever 
was any connection between the Johnstown Citizens' Com¬ 
mittee or its Executive Committee or any other committee 
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of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee and either such com¬ 
pany or such corporation? A. They did not. 

10610 Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) 1 hand you a list of names, Mr. 

Campbell, and ask that you read it. taking as much time 

as vou feel is necessarv so that vou know what the names 
• • • 

are, and I will read you a question which 1 will then ask 
you with respect to those names. 

After you have considered them, don't answer the ques¬ 
tion now, 1 merely give it to you so you will know what it 
will be. 

The question will be: 

In so far as you know, were any of the following named 
persons a member of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee 
or of any committee thereof: 

Eugene G. Grace 
Frederick A. Shick 
Robert E. McMath 
George H. Blakeley 
C. Austin Buck 
Charles R. Holton 
Charles M. Schwab 
James H. Ward 
Quincy Bent 

Archibald Johnston 

10611 Joseph M. Larkin 
Paul Mackall 

Xorborne Berkeley 
Charles D. Marshall 
William J. Brown 
James P. Bender 
Charles R. Miller 
Edward B. Hill 
William II. Johnstone 
Warren M. Driver 
Sigmund L. Holverstott 
Richard H. Schlottman 
Frederick X. Finger 
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Robert Young 
Fred H. Overdorf 
William L. Achenbach 
Donald T. Aikenhead 
Jesse V. Honeycutt 
John M. Ellis 
diaries M. Denise 
William H. Stewart 
Paul W. Cotton 
Edward F. Gold 
Robert S. A. Dougherty 
Roy A. Lewis 

10612 Charles R. Ellicott 
Harry A. Whitaker 

Edward F. Entwisle 
Jacob II. Edmonds 
Stewart J. Cort 
Frank A. Robbins, Jr. 
Edwin J. Paul us 
T. Scott Clingan 
Thomas R. Johns 
Myrle L. Jacobs 
Arthur F. Peterson 
Edward J. Quackenbush 
Augustino T. De Serrano 
John II. Gross 
Harry C. Crawford 
Ralph E. Hough 
Sidney D. Evans 
Ewart L. Roberts 
John C. Davies 
Francis A. Dunn 
Homer M. Crossett 
Ralph Kent 
Gordon R. Baer 
Frank E. Howells 

Harry R. Coulson 

10613 Harry A. Marlev 
Harry H. Phillips 

Thomas F. Gallagher 
Clifford T. Ward 
William H. Bennett 
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Thomas C. Kern 
Patrick J. Scott 
Daniel IV. O'Leary 
Scott D. Baumer 
Charles J. Eppley 
Edwin IV. Trexler 


Georire IV. Rodgers 
Harry F. Raab 
Jerry F. "Wilbur 
Harold C. Cox 
Harry E. Trout 
Charles M. Schwartz 
Robert Earl Penrod 
Elliott H. Hollenback 
William C. Frank 
Clayton T. Harrison 
Bernard A. Blunie 
Irwin W. Penrod 
Edward 0. Murray 

Walter M. Thomas 
10614 Henry P. Veil 


Frank E. Thompson 

Wilbur B. Hoddinott 

Let me know after you have considered it. A. No. 

Mr. Broun: I think the record will be sufficiently clear 

% 

on that, Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In so far as you know, did any of 
the persons whose names I read in asking the preceding 
question at any time suggest to you or order or direct that 
the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or its Executive Com¬ 
mittee or any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ 
Committee, as such Citizens’ Committee or as such Execu¬ 
tive or as any such other committee, do or refrain from do¬ 
ing anything? A. Xo. 

10615 Q. In so far as you know did any of the persons 
whose names I read in asking the next to the last 
question at any time suggest to you or order or direct that 
any member or officer or representative of the Johnstown 
Citizens' Committee or of its Executive Committee or of 
any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, 
as such member or officer or representative, do or refrain 
from doing anything? A. Xo. 
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Mr. Broun: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We will take about a ten-min- 
ute recess before the cross examination. 

(Thereupon a short recess was taken, after which the 
following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you ready, Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: Yes, thank you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Shawe? 

Cross Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Campbell, since we have just 
been dealing with some very formal questions, I believe as 
Mr. Broun phrased it, I would like to ask also some formal 
questions, so please take all the time that you need so that 
we will be sure that you understand a question before an¬ 
swering it, and if you don't understand any questions 
please say so and I will be glad to read the question 
10616 to you again. 

During the months of June, July or August, 1937, 
did Mr. Francis C. Martin, chairman of the Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee, ever tell you in words or substance that he and Ful¬ 
ton I. Connor received $10,000 in cash from Mr. Sidney D. 
Evans of the Bethlehem Steel Company ? 

Do you understand that question? 

A. I do. 

Q. Will you please answer it ? A. He did. 

Q. When did Mr. Martin tell you that? A. Not so very 
long ago. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wait a minute. Read the pre¬ 
vious question. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the previous question 
as above set forth.) 

The Witness: 1 would like to correct that, I understood 
the months had to do with the time that they had received it. 

Mr. Shawe: No. 

The Witness: The mention of it was made within a 
comparatively recent date. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Read the question to the witness 
again, please. 
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(The reporter repeated the last question as above 
10617 set forth.) 

The Witness: It is my mistake it putting the months in 
connection with the receipt of funds rather than time of 
statement. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right now. Do you thor¬ 
oughly understand the question? 

The Witness: I understand it as to whether in those 
months— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Fine. 

The Witness: Xot in those particular months, I don’t 
believe, it was a comparatively recent time. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I don't think, Mr. Examiner, the 
question is quite clear, there is no time, or if I understand 
the question, there isn't any time as to the receipt of the 
money. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, rephrase the ques¬ 
tion with that mind, Mr. Shawe. 

Mr. Moore: There are two, as I understand it, there are 
two periods of time to be fixed. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That's right, the time when he 
told him and the time when he received, the time when he 
received is not specified. 

Mr. Moore: That's right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xow change the question, Mr. 

Shawe, to include the second time element. 

1061S Mr. Shawe: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) During the months of June, 
July or August, 1937, did Mr. Francis C. Martin, chairman 
of the Citizens’ Committee, ever tell you in words or sub¬ 
stance that he and Fulton I. Connor received $10,000 in 
cash from Mr. Sidney D. Evans of the Bethlehem Steel 
Company on June 17th, 1937 A. I believe not. 

Mr. Moore: The question is not clear still, but it has 
been answered. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In what way, Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: Well, what he means is, I take it, did Mr. 
Martin alt any time in June or July or August, 1937— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that the way you understood 
the question? 

Mr. Shawe: That’s correct. 
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The 'Witness: That was in that interval? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was the answer? 

The Witness: I believe not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You say you believe not? 

The Witness: That's right. 

Mr. Shawe: May I have Mr. Moore’s explanation so as 
to cure the objection? 

The Witness: That— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well now, it is not nec- 

10619 essary for that question, that is clear now. The Wit¬ 
ness said that he understood it to mean the same 

thing Mr. Moore did. 

Mr. Shawe: The only thing is, I have a series of ques¬ 
tions and they are all that way, and let it be so understood. 

The Witness: You were talking about a 90-day period 
there, aren’t you? 

Mr. Shawe: That’s correct. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) During the months of June July or 
August, 1937, did Mr. Fulton I. Connor ever tell you in 
words or substance that he and Mr. Francis 0. Martin, 
chairman of the Citizens’ Committee, received $10,000 in 
cash from Mr. Sidney D. Evans of the Bethlehem Steel 
Company on June 17th? A. He did not. 

Q. During the months of June, July or August, 1937 did 
you ever hear from any member or representative of the 
Johnstown Citizens' Committee or of its Executive Com¬ 
mittee or any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ 
Committee that Mr. Martin, chairman of the Citizens' Com¬ 
mittee, and Fulton I. Connor received $10,000 in cash from 
Mr. Sidney D. Evans of the Bethlehem Steel Company on 
June 17th? 

Mr. Moore: Just a minute, please. May we have 

10620 that again? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that, please. 

Mr. Moore: I am not sure— 

(The reporter read the question as above set forth.) 

The Witness: I did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) During the months of June, July or 
August, 1937 did you ever read in any newspaper or any 
other publication that Mr. Francis C. Martin, chairman of 
the Citizens’ Committee, and Fulton I. Connor received 


4 


5320 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


$10,000 in cash from Mr. Sidney D. Evans of Bethlehem 
Steel Company on June 17th? A. I did not. 

Q. During: the months of June, July or August, 1937 did 
vou ever hear fom anvone that Mr. Martin, chairman of 
the Johnstown Citizens' Committee, and Fulton I. Connor, 
received $10,000 in cash from Mr. Sidney D. Evans of the 
Bethlehem Steel Company on June 17th? A. I did not. 

Q. During the months of June, July or August, 1937, did 
you evei* hear from any member or representative of the 
Johnstown Citizens' Committee or of its Executive Com¬ 
mittee or of anv other committee of the Johnstown Citi- 
• 

zens' Committee that Fulton I. Connor told Mr. Martin that 
the Mayor needed the $10,000 that Mr. Martin and Mr. 

Connor had received from Mr. Evans of the Bethle- 
10021 hem Steel Company? A. I did not. 

Q. During the months of June, or July, 1937, and 
August, 1937, did you ever hear from anyone that Fulton I. 
Connor,! treasurer of the Citizens* Committee, told Mr. 
Martin that the Mayor needed the $10,000 that Mr. Martin 
and Mr. Connor had received from the Bethlehem Steel 
Company? A. Is that the same 90-day period that you had 
in your other questions ? 

Q. Exactly. A. Xo, I did not. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, I don't like to waste too much 
time, I don't see the pertinency of these questions. 
10622 Mr. Shawe: If I may answer Mr. Moore’s objec¬ 
tions, Mr. Examiner, I would like to know specifically 
what this witness knows. Xow, Mr. Moore has had this 
witness give us a lot of categorical “no'' answers and I 
submit that I am entitled to go into— 

Mr. Moore: You don't find out what a man knows by 
asking him negative questions. The questions he answered 
“no’*—find out what he doesn't know— 

Mr. Shawe: Well, I don't know if he will answer this 
question “no” or not, I have not talked to this gentleman, 
I don’t know what he knows. 

Mr. Moore: Well, the questions that I asked were asked 
for the purpose of negativing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Of course, these questions also 
can be used to find out if this man knows certain things, if 
he heard certain things. 
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Mr. Moore: Well, I don't see the pertinency to any is¬ 
sues. Make the issues as broad as you please, I don’t un¬ 
derstand what the issues are myself, but 1 don't see how 
there can be any issues— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean the issues in the pro¬ 
ceedings ? 

Mr. Moore: Yes, I don't see how these questions can be 
pertinent to any issues in the proceeding. 1 have no ob¬ 
jection to asking any amount of questions if it wasn't 

10623 for a waste of time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean that you don't 
know what the issues in this proceeding are? 

Mr. Moore: Xo, 1 have tried to get a bill of particulars 
from the Board, 1 haven't gotten it yet, and 1 don't know 
yet, but 1 can't see, even stretching my imagination, I can't 
see any issues to which these questions have any application. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, 1 must say if you don't 
know what the issues are, I don't see how you can put in 
any evidence at all on behalf of your clients. 

Mr. Moore: 1 know what some of the issues are. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I have got in my own 
mind, I think, I have a very clear idea of what the issues 
are, but since, as you say, you don't know— 

Mr. Moore: Well, I would like to know, 1 have tried to 
get the Board to tell me and they refused. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I think the complaint there 
is written in very clear language, I have never had any 
trouble understanding it whatever. 

Mr. Moore: Well, 1 am bound to say 1 did not and have 
not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think the complaint is quite 
clear, if you don't understand the issues, I can see how it 
would be very difficult to meet the issues. 

10624 Mr. Moore: Well, I am doing my best, but if I 
knew what they were, 1 might be able to save a good 

deal of time and perhaps prevent what might be properly 
accused of floundering. However, if you say— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As I say, I think they are very, 
very simple and very elementary. I don't know, I am 
somewhat at a loss what to say in view of your statement. 
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Mr. Moore: The Board has denied my petition so I sup¬ 
pose that is the end of it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, of course, I have nothing 
to do with that one way or the other. The complaint was 
filed before the proceedings started, before the hearings 
started, and the Board denied the motion for a bill of par¬ 
ticulars and it is just my own personal opinion that I think 
the action of the Board was entirely proper and correct, 
and if the motion had been made before me I think I would 
have done precisely the same thing, but that is neither here 
nor there. Go ahead, Mr. Shawe. 

(). (By Mr. Shawe) Bo you know Mr. Owen Griffith? A. 
By sight only. 

Q. Have you ever had conversations with Mr. Owen Grif¬ 
fith? A. Xo. 

1062'5 Q. I)o you know where Mr. Owen Griffith is em¬ 
ployed ? A. 1 believe lie is employed at the bank. 

Q. What bank? A. United States National Bank. 

( t >. Is that the same bank where Mr. Martin is emploved? 
A. It is. 


Q. During the months of June, July or August, 1937, did 
you ever hear from any member or representative of the 
Johnstown Citizens* Committee or of its Executive Com¬ 
mittee or any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ 
Committee that Mr. Owen Griffith at the direction of Fran¬ 
cis C. Martin, Chairman of the Citizens’ Committee, went 
to the offices of Bethlehem Steel Company some time dur¬ 
ing the month of June and received in person from Mr. 
Sidney D. Evans a brown paper package which he delivered 
in person to Mayor Shields personally and upon receipt of 
the package by the Mayor from Mr. Lewis, the Mayor 
stated, “It was very good, thank you very much.” A. I did 
not. 

Mr. Moore: Now. wait a minute, let’s see, we got two 
people doing one thing, haven’t we? 

Mr. Shawe: Xo, sir. 

Mr. Moore: Can we have the question repeated? 
10626 Trial Examiner Bloom: Bead the question, 
please. 


(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 
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Mr. Moore: My criticism stands. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean, you don't know 
which one made the delivery? 

Mr. Moore: Well, he starts out with Griffith and ends 
up with Lewis and uses words neither one of them used. 

Mr. Shawe: I am sorry, strike the question, please, you 
are quite right. 

Mr. Moore: Will you please tell me the place in the rec¬ 
ord to which you referred? 

Mr. Shawe: Page 4161. 

Mr. Moore: Just a minute, please. 

Mr. Shawe: Thank you for calling that to my attention, 
Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore: Was that question answered? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The answer goes out. 

Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record. 

10627 Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Shawe: Do you have the place, Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: Yes, I have. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, rephrase it. 

Mr. Shawe: Yes, please. Strike the last question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) During the months of June, July or 
August, 1937, did you ever hear from any member or rep¬ 
resentative of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee, or of 
its Executive Committee, or of any other committee of the 
Johnstown Citizens' Committee, that Mr. Owen Griffith, at 
the direction of Mr. Francis C. Martin, chairman of the 
Citizens' Committee, went to the offices of the Bethlehem 
Steel Company sometime during the month of June, where 
he received from Mr. Sidney D. Evans a brown paper pack¬ 
age which he delivered to Mayor Shields in person, and 
upon receipt of the package by the Mayor from Mr. Owen 
Griffith, the Mayor stated. “It was very good. Thank you 
very much." A. I did not. 

Q. During the months of June or July, 1937, did you 
ever hear from anyone that Mr. Owen Griffith, at the di¬ 
rection of Mr. Francis C. Martin, chairman of the Citizens’ 
Committee, went to the offices of the Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany sometime during the month of June, and there re- 
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ceived from Mr. Sidney D. Evans a brown paper 
1062S package which he delivered in person to Mayor 
Shields personally, and upon receipt of the package 
by the Mayor from Mr. Owen Griffith, the Mayor stated, “It 
was very good, thank you very much.’’ 

Mr. Moore: Just a minute. 

The Witness: Just at what point does that— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a minute. 

Mr. Moore: May we have the question? 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the question as above 
set forth. 

Mr. Moore: It does not seem to me the time fits. We 
can't hear about something in June, that happened in July 
following. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you mean June or July or 
August ? Are you using the same period? 

Mr. Sliawe: Yes, 1 say June or July. 

The Witness: You didn't say “August." That is the 
reason I asked you. 

Mr. Sliawe: I am sorry. May it be understood— 

Mr. Moore: Well, there is a further criticism. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, put that in and then 
just go ahead with the question. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the question as fol¬ 
lows : 

“Q. During the months of June, July or August, 
10629 1937 did you ever hear from anyone that Mr. Owen 
Griffith, at the direction of Mr. Francis C. Martin, 
chairman of the Citizens' Committee, went to the offices of 
the Bethlehem Steel Company sometime during the month 
of June, and there received from Mr. Sidney D. Evans a 
brown paper package which he delivered in person to Mayor 
Shields personally, and upon receipt of the package by the 
Mayor from Mr. Owen Griffith, the Mayor stated, ‘It was 
very good, thank you very much/ ’•) 

Mr. Moore: May I ask, Mr. Examiner; I don't know but 
what the question is all right, but I don't get the distinction 
between that and the previous one. 

Mr. Sliawe: This one, is “Did you hear from anyone.” 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: The previous one was, “Did he 
hear from a member of the Executive Committee.” 

Mr. Moore: Oh, all right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And this one was— 

The Witness: I did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) During the months of June, July 
or August, 1937 did you ever read in any newspaper or any 
publication whatsoever that Mr. Owen Griffith, at the direc¬ 
tion of Francis 0. Martin, chairman of the Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee, went to the offices of the Bethlehem Steel Company 
sometime during the month of June and received from Mr. 
Sidney D. Evans a brown paper package which he 

10630 delivered to Mayor Shields? A. I did not. 

Q. Do you know Mr. M. J. Lewis? A. Bather 

casually. 

Q. Where is he employed? A. At the United States Na¬ 
tional Bank. 

Q. What is his position at the United States National 
Bank, if you know? A. I do not know his official position. 

Q. Have you ever had any conversations with Mr. M. J. 
Lewis? A. The most that I have had with Mr. Lewis for 
possibly two years is maybe to bid him the time of day pass¬ 
ing through the bank. 

Q. During the months of June, July or August, 1937 did 
Mr. M. J. Lewis ever toll you in words or substance that he 
went to the offices of Bethlehem Steel Company at the di¬ 
rection of Mr. Francis C. Martin, chairman of the Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee, sometime during the month of June, and 
there received from Mr. Sidney D. Evans a brown paper 
package which he delivered in person to Mayor Shields 
personally? A. He did not. 

10631 0. During the months of June, July or August, 
1937, did you ever hear from any member or repre¬ 
sentative of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or of its 
Executive Committee or any other committee of the Johns¬ 
town Citizens’ Committee that Mr. M. J. Lewis at the di¬ 
rection of Mr. Francis C. Martin, Chairman of the Citi¬ 
zens' Committee, went to the offices of the Bethlehem Steel 
Company some time during the month of June and there 
received from Mr. Sidney D. Evans a brown paper pack- 
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age which he delivered in person to Mayor Shields person¬ 
ally A. I did not. 

* 

Q. During the months of June, July or August, 11)37, did 
vou ever hear from anv one— A. I did not. 

Mr. Sliawe: May 1 finish the question, please? 1 will 
begin over again. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) During the months of June, July or 
August, 11*37, did you ever hear from any one that Mr. M. 
J. Lewis at the direction of Francis C. Martin, Chairman of 
the Citizen's Committee, went to the offices of the Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company some time during the month of June 
and there received from Mr. Sidney 1). Evans a brown 
paper package which he delivered to Mayor Shields per¬ 
sonally? A. The same answer. 

10632 ! Q. What is the answer? A. I did not. 

1 Q. During the months of June, July or August, 
1937, did Mr. Francis C. Martin, Chairman of the Citizens’ 
Committee ever tell you in words or substance that he re¬ 
ceived: $1,456.25 from Mr. Sidney 1). Evans of the Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company, which he personally delivered to 
Mayor Shields? A. lie did not. 

Q. During the months of June, or July, 1937, or August, 
1937, did you ever hear from any member or representative 
of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee or of its Executive 
Committee or any other committee of the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens' Committee that Mr. Francis C. Martin, Chairman of 
the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, received $1,456.25 
from Mr. Sidney D. Evans of the Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany which he delivered in person to Mayor Shields ? A. I 
did not. 

Q. During the months of June, July or August, 1937, did 
you ever hear from any one that Mr. Francis C. Martin, 
the chairman of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee re¬ 
ceived $1,456.25 from Mr. Sidney D. Evans of the "Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company which he delivered in person to Mayor 
Shields? A. T did not. 

10633 Q. During the months of June, July or August, 
1937, did you ever read in any paper or any other 

publication that Mr. Francis C. Martin received $1,456.25 
from Mr. Sidney D. Evans of the Bethlehem Steel Com- 
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pany, which he delivered to Mayor Shields personally/ A. 
I did not. 


Q. During the months of June, July or August, 1937, did 
you evei- hear from any member or representative of the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of its Executive Com¬ 
mittee or any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ 
Committee that the Bethlehem Steel Company had contrib¬ 
uted some thirty thousand dollars to the Citizen's Commit¬ 
tee/ A. 1 did not. 

Q. Did you ever read in any paper or publication during 
the months of June, July or August, 1937, that the Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company had contributed some thirty thousand 
dollars to the Johnstown Citizens' Committee/ A. I did 
not. 


Q. Did you ever hear at any time anything at all about 
any of this money/ 

Mr. Moore: Well— 

The Witness: My information— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment. Mr. 
10634 Moore? 

Mr. Moore: I think that is rather a broad ques¬ 
tion, and somewhat foolish, after we have been talking 
about it and reading about it for the last— 

Mr. Sliawe: Well, 1 would like to know if the witness 
ever heard about it, Mr. Examiner. 

The Witness: 1 will answer it. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Yes, sir, answer it, please. A. My 
information is limited to the date of the testimony at 
Franklin Boro. 

Q. The testimony of the witness Francis C. Martin? A. 
That is correct. 

Q. And that is the first time you heard anything about the 
money? A. That is correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you mean by that, Mr. 

Campbell, that prior to the time that Mr. Martin testified 

in September of 1937, at this hearing in Franklin Boro, 

vou knew nothing whatever of these transactions? 

• ^ 

The Witness: That is correct. Other than the time that 
Mr. Evans stated that they would be willing to assume 
their responsibility and contribute towards the Citizens’ 
Committee. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that lias not been 
touched on. 

The Witness: But as far as the actual — 

10635 ! Trial Examiner Bloom: The question— 

The Witness: Xo. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean you did not know 
that any money at all— 

The Witness: That is correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —had been turned over, is that 
right ? 

The 1 Witness: That is correct. If he had asked that in 
the first place, it would save some time. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well—now, Mr. Campbell, for some 
reason or other the record. I don't believe, shows what your 
occupation is. Mr. Moore did not ask you, and I would like 
to ask you what is your occupation. A. When do you mean? 
Q. At the present time. A. A witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, come on, Mr. Campbell. 
Come on. 

The Witness: Well, it certainly has got to be more spe¬ 
cific than that, because I perform several occupations. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, why don't you tell us/ 
You are over the age of six, now, tell us what your occupa¬ 
tion is. 

The Witness: 1 am Secretary of the Citizens' Council 
of Greater Johnstown. I am Secretary of the Board 

10636 of Merchants of Johnstown. I am Secretarv of the 
Board of Industry of Johnstown. I am managing 

Director of the Chamber of Commerce in Johnstown. And 
I happen to have some private business in real estate, hold¬ 
ing a real estate broker's license, so it was a fair question to 
ask him to be specific. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What was your occupation during 

the months of June or August, 1937? A. Ninety per cent 

of the time, that of a citizen. 

Q. Well, what was your occupation prior to the strike 

here in Johnstown during the month of June, 1937? A. As 

I enumerated to you. 

% 

Q. The same as you just enumerated to us? A. That is 
correct. 
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10637 Q. Which of these positions that you have just de¬ 
scribed to us would you say that you devote most of 

your time to? 

Mr. Moore: Well what— 

The Witness: It is awfullv hard to answer that be- 

% 

cause— 

Mr. Moore: Just a minute, Mr. Campbell. What does 
“most of your time” mean? 

Q. Do you mean more than one-half, or do you mean to 
which of the live, or whatever the number is, does he de¬ 
vote the greater amount of time? 

Mr. Shawe: That is correct. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Which of the five do you— A. I de¬ 
vote the greater amount of the time to the four. To the 
Citizens’ Council, to the Board of Industry, the Board of 
Merchants, and to the Chamber of Commerce. 

Q. Well, let's take the four: which of the four do you de¬ 
vote the greater part of your time? A. That is very hard 
to say. It may be that a fair portion of it is in the direction 
of the Citizens' Council. 

( c >. Now prior to the strike here on June lltli, 1937, did 
you have an office in Johnstown? A. 1 have two offices in 
Johnstown. 

Q. During—prior to the strike? A. Yes, sir. 

10638 Q. And where were your two offices, prior to the 
strike? A. One in the Swank Building and one on 

Market Street. 

Q. Is your office in the Swank Building the same office 
where the Chamber of Commerce hold their meetings? 

Mr. Moore: Are you talking to the present, now,—Mr. 
Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the question as above 
set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you mean— 

The Witness: Xo. 

Mr. Shawe: I am speaking before the strike. 

The Witness: Well, but you have got— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase your question. 
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The Witness: Asking about the past, and asking about 
the present action. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment, rephrase the 
question. 

( t ). (By Mr. Shawe) Prior to the strike, last June, did 
you occupy an office in the Swank Building? A. I did. 

Q. Did the Chamber of C ommerce occupy an office in the 
Swank Building? A. I did—they did. 

10039 t c >. Was your office in the Swank Building the same 
offices where the Chamber of Commerce occupied of¬ 
fices? A. It was. The one office. 

( c ). What do you mean by “one office"? A. Well, I told 
you I had two offices. 

Q. I am speaking of the Swank Building office. A. Well, 

but vou didn't sav —you asked me “mv office" as if it was 
• • • • 

only one office. 

Q. Let ’s take the Swank Building office. A. That is right. 

Q. What do you mean by one office? A. That is the one 
and the same where the Chamber of Commerce is. 

Q. Chamber of Commerce and your office— A. That is 
right. 

Q. —Is one and the same office? How long have you been 
secretary of the Chamber of Commerce, if I may use that 
expression? A. One week previous to the flood of '36. 

Q. Are you secretary— 

Mr. Moore: Just a moment; has he testified that lie was 
secretary of the chamber of commerce? 

The Witness: Well, I can construe that he does not dif¬ 
ferentiate between the words “managing director" and 
the word “secretary". 

10640 Mr. Shawe: I say, Mr. Campbell— 

A. I am not secretary. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How long have you been managing 
director of the Chamber of Commerce? A. The week pre¬ 
vious to the flood. 

0. What date was that, please? A. March 9th. 

Q. What year? A. ’36. 

Q. Now I believe you said that you were affiliated with 
the Citizens’ Greater Council, is that correct ? 

Mr. Moore: Excuse me. 
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The Witness: 
town. 


Xo, Citizens* Council of Greater Johns- 


Q. (By Mr. Slmwe) Citizens’ Council? 

Mr. Mooro: Just a moment, I don't recognize or remem¬ 
ber the witness using- the word ‘’affiliate." If he had used 
it, I want to have it defined. 

10(41 ( c ). (By Mr. Shawe) What was that affiliation or 

connection ? 

Mr. Moore: Wait a minute, that assumes a state of facts. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: He has given—lie used that 
phrase in connection with stating his occupation. 


Mr. Moore: He used the word “affiliate"? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, not “affiliate." hut he used 
the phrase in telling us what his occupation was. Would 
you tell us again, please, how that phrase was used by you ? 

Mr. Moore: What phrase is it. Mr. Examiner? I was 
directing my attention to the word “affiliate." 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, not “affiliated." The phrase 


itself—repeat that. 

Mr. Shawe: May I begin again? Rephrase the question? 
Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, strike the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Are you connected in any way at the 
present time with the Citizens' Council of Greater Johns¬ 
town? A. I am. 

Mr. Moore: Well, he has answered the question, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What is your connection with the 
Citizens’ Council of Greater Johnstown? 

10642 Mr. Moore: He has already answered. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, answer it again. 
Let’s get it over with. 

The Witness: Executive Secretary. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How long have you been Executive 
Secretary of the Citizens’ Council of Greater Johnstown? 
A. Since its inception. 

Q. When was its inception? A. May 7, 1933, I believe. 
Q. Is the Citizens' Council of Greater Johnstown con¬ 
nected in any way with the Chamber of Commerce? A. 


It is. 

Q. What is the connection between the Citizens' Council 
of Greater Johnstown and the Johnstown Chamber of 
Commerce ? 
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Mr. Moore: I object to that question, “What is the con¬ 
nection between,"—too indefinite. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, he said there was a con¬ 
nection. 

Mr. Moore: All right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The witness said it. 

Mr. Moore: The Examiner lias refused to allow me to 
ask a question, when I used “any connection with”—I 
asked Mr. Martin a great number of questions in which I 
used that word, “any connection between", and you refused 
to allow me to ask the question. 

10643 Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

' (The reporter repeated the question as above set 

forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: The Citizens’ Council of Greater Johns¬ 
town has autonomous powers. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Would you mind explaining that to 
us. please? A. That it is not answerable to; it maintains 
its rnvli treasury, and conducts its affairs according to the 
policies that it believes are for the good of the community. 

<>. Well, what is the connection between the Citizens’ 
Council of Greater Johnstown and the Chamber of Com¬ 
merce ? 

Mr. Moore: I object to that question, Mr. Examiner, on 
the same ground. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tie may answer. 

The 1 Witness: That a specific part of community work 
of Johnstown is set aside for the specific operation of the 
Citizens’ Council of Greater Johnstown. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Who sets aside.’ A. By agreement. 
Q. Between who? A. The two parties affected. 

10644 Q. Between the Citizens’ Council and the Chamber 
of Commerce, is that what you mean? A. That is 

correct. 

Q. Prior to the time that you became Executive Director 
of the Chamber of Commerce, was there any connection 
between the Citizens’ Council of Greater Johnstown and 
the Chamber of Commerce? 

Mr. Moore: I object to that question, on the same 
ground, “Was there any connection.” The same question 
that you refused to allow me to have answered. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: I think it is also substantially 
the same question that you asked this witness on direct 
examination. 

Mr. Moore: Xo, no. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, wait a minute, please, Mr. 
Moore. I, at least, want to finish what I have to say. 
Mr. Moore: Excuse me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read what I started to say. 

(The reporter read the statement of the Trial Examiner 
as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Having to do with the relation¬ 
ship between the Steel Workers’ Committee and the Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee. 

Mr. Moore: Xo, sir. 

10645 Trial Examiner Bloom: It may not have been ex¬ 
actly the same language. 

Mr. Moore: Xo, no. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But it was substantially the 
same language. 

Mr. Moore: Xo, no; just let me point out the difference 
to you: 

I took care not to ask the question again, because you did 
object to it—you did sustain the objection. My question 
was, “Did you ever hear?” That is a very different ques¬ 
tion from, “Is there any connection,”—“Did any one ever 
tell you there was any?” “Did you ever hear there was 
any?” And it is using the statements—or calling for state¬ 
ments as to others. 

10646 Trial Examiner Bloom: But if the witness had 
answered “Yes,” instead of “Xo,” then you would 

have said, “What was the connection?” 

Mr. Moore: Xo, no. “What did you hear the connec¬ 
tion was?” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, and then he would 
have told us what he heard the connection was. 

Mr. Moore: I know, but that does not make it so. Have 
you referred to the questions, please, sir, that I asked Mr. 
Martin ? I would like to know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, not Mr. Martin. I said this 
witness. 
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Mr. Moore: Xo, no, but when Mr. Martin was on the 
stand last September, I asked him as many as twenty-four 
or twenty-five question and of which I think you sustained 
objection to some twenty of them, and they were questions 
in which I used that exact phrase. I thought myself then 
that they were admissible, I still think so, but you never¬ 
theless sustained the objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is nothing pending. Go 
ahead. 

Mr. Shawe: Is there a question pending? 

(The reporter repeated the question as follows: 

'“Q. Prior to the time that you became executive 

10647 director of the Chamber of Commerce, was there any 
connection between the Citizens' Council of Greater 

Johnstown and the Chamber of Commerce?”) 

The Witness: Prior to March 9th there was no working 
agreement between the Citizens’ Council of Greater Johns¬ 
town and the Chamber of Commerce. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) March 9th of what year ? A. ’36. 

Q. Is that the same year you became secretary of the 
Chamber of Commerce? A. If I recall, it is. 
q. Well— 

Mr. Shawe: If I may, Mr. Examiner—Mr. Rose tells me 
that he is not quite sure whether it is in the record—his oc¬ 
cupation during the month of June 1937, was the same—is 
the same as you described in answer to one of my ques¬ 
tions? 

The Witness: My occupation in the month of June, from 
the 11th on, was as a citizen. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Oh. A. Previous to the 11th of 
June it was as I described. 

Q. What was your occupation previous to June 11th? A. 
Secretary of the Citizens’ Council of Greater Johnstown; 
Secretary of the Board of Merchants of Johnstown; Sec¬ 
retary of the Board of Industry; Managing Director 

10648 of the Chamber of Commerce of Greater Johnstown, 
and carrying a real estate broker's license in addi¬ 
tion. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) When did your occupation become 
that of a citizen? A. June 11th, 1937. 

Q. What time? 
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Mr. Moore: Just a moment, “the occupation became 
that of a citizen?” 

Mr. Shawe: That is what the witness said, Mr. Moore. 
Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Is that correct, Mr. Witness? A. 
That is correct. 

Q. During the time of the strike among the employees 
at the Cambria Plant of the Bethlehem Steel Company, did 
you go to the offices of the Chamber of Commerce? A. You 
say did I ? 

Q. Yes. A. Oh, sure. 

Q. Would you say you went there every day that you 
were in town, during the strike? A. I believe that I did. 
Sundays included. 

Q. Did you attend to any correspondence of the Cham¬ 
ber of Commerce during the strike? A. Of the Chamber of 
Commerce ? 

10649 Q. Yes, sir. A. I believe not. 

Q. You did not write any letters whatsoever over 
the stationery of the Chamber of Commerce? A. A very, 
very, very few, if I did. 

Q. Well, I am asking you, did you or did you not? A. 
Well, I don't recall. There may have been a few, but the 
most of that stuff was passed over, permitted to accumu¬ 
late. 

Q. Did you ever attend to the correspondence that had 
accumulated? A. The correspondence is taken care of. 

Q. When was the correspondence taken care of? A. What 
correspondence ? 

Q. The correspondence that had accumulated? 

Mr. Moore: Well,—isn’t that assuming a state of facts? 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the witness said it did ac¬ 
cumulate. 

The Witness: I can't tell you when it was taken care of. 
Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, approximately? Of course I 
don’t expect you to remember the exact date. A. The girl 
took care of some of it, on her own initiative. 

Q. Did you sign the letters? A. Some I did, and 

10650 some she signed for me. 

Q. Well, can you give us approximately the date 
when you signed these letters? A. I cannot. 

Q. Would you say it was during the month of June? A. 
I cannot say. 
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Q. Do you receive a salary from any of the positions that 

vou hold? A. I do. 

• 

Q. Dd you receive a salary from the Johnstown Cham¬ 
ber of Commerce? A. I do. 

Q. Did you receive a salary from the Johnstown Cham¬ 
ber of Commerce during the month of June, 1937 ? A. I did. 

Q. Did you receive a salary from the Johnstown Cham¬ 
ber of Commerce during the month of July, 1937 ? A. I did. 

Q. Did you receive a salary from the Johnstown Cham¬ 
ber of Commerce during the month of August, 1937? A. 
I did, and I also received a salary from them during the 
months of March, '36, April, '36— 

Q. Well now—A. May— 

Q. I didn’t ask you that question. A. Well— 

10651 Q. You just answer my questions, please. 

i Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, will you direct the 
witness to just answer my questions ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just answer his questions. 

The Witness: Well, there certainly is a point here of 
similarity, and I am entitled to that. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You are just entitled to answer my 
questions, Mr. Campbell. A. Well, I certainly can explain 
what I am answering. 

Mr. Shawe: Well now— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think the answer is responsive 
to the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you receive the same salary 
from the Johnstown Chamber of Commerce during the 
month of June that you received during the month of May, 
1937 ? A. I received the same salary that I received in the 
month of March of 1936. 

Q. Now— 

Mr. Shawe: I submit, Mr. Examiner, I am entitled to 
have my question answered. I make a motion that the an¬ 
swer be stricken. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It will be. 

The Witness: I mean— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you answer the 

10652 question, please? 

The Witness: I did answer the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, you didn’t answer the ques¬ 
tion. 
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The Witness: I received the same salary, and I received 

the same salaiv in March of '36. 

♦ 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The last part of the answer is 
stricken out. 

ill*. Moore: Well now, may I go back and have the ques¬ 
tion? 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the question as fol¬ 
lows : 

“Q. Did you receive the same salary from the Johns¬ 
town Chamber of Commerce during the month of June that 
you received during the month of May, 1937?' ’) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you receive a salary from the 
Board of Merchants of Johnstown during the month of 
June, 1937? 

The Witness: Mr. Examiner, I ask leave for some quali¬ 
fying statements, here, so that this entire matter may be 
cleared up. I happen to be a native of this town and ex¬ 
pect to be— 

Mr. Shawe: Now, Mr. Examiner— 

The Witness: Pardon me, sir. 

Mr. Shawe: I am entitled to have my questions 
10653 answered. This explanation is entirely unnecessary 
and uncalled for on the part of the witness. I think 
you should instruct the witness to answer my questions. 

Mr. Moore: Perhaps T might interject, here, an objec¬ 
tion to the question. I don't want to be too technical, but 
I don’t see the relevancy, at all, of these questions. What 
difference does it make whether he is—Mr. Campbell re¬ 
ceives a salary from somebody, or don’t receive a salary 
from somebody. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well apparently his occupa¬ 
tion changed, and I assume counsel is trying to show— 

Mr. Moore: His occupation changed when? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In June, 1937. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I submit that we are entitled 
to know what this witness does, what his occupation is,— 
for some reason or other Mr. Moore didn’t even ask the 
witness what his occupation was. 

Mr. Moore: I didn't ask Mr. Martin what he got as 
compensation from his bank, oi whether he got any com¬ 
pensation from his bank. 
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Mr. 1 Shawe: We are not asking the witness what his com¬ 
pensation is. 

Mr. Moore: That is prying into one’s personal affairs; 
has no relevancy whatever. 

1 Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I would not have 

10654 asked the question, but the witness made the state¬ 
ment there which I thought had to be clarified. He 

made a statement that he was not working for the Cham¬ 
ber of Commerce after the strike, and I am entitled to show 
that he got paid by the Chamber of Commerce during the 
months of the strike. I don't know why he made the state¬ 
ment that he acted as a citizen after the strike. 

The Witness: For that very reason I again appeal to 
the Examiner— 

Mr. Shawe: Xow just a minute, Mr. Examiner. You an¬ 
swer my question. Mr. Examiner, I submit that you in¬ 
struct the witness not to make these voluntary remarks. 

The Witness: I am not making any remarks. I am ask¬ 
ing for the permission to qualify, because I have—I think a 
half truth is more damnable than a straight lie. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, that is very interesting. 
Now suppose you just straighten it out, and go ahead. 

The Witness: In the month of March-—or the months 
of March, April, May and June of '36 we had a situation 
in Johnstown that is very parallel to the situation May, 
June, July and August of '37. In that period of 1936 I 
still occupied the position that I occupied in the same time 
in 1937. 

I was compensated for it in the same manner. But my 
work was given up as Chamber of Commerce work, 

10655 and given over entirely to the emergency work re¬ 
sulting from the flood in 1936: became a member of 

the Rehabilitation Committee which was constituted a few 
days after the flood of ’36: the Chamber of Commerce and 
other organizations in the communitv lost their identitw 
and we went in and did the job collectively as citizens, and 
for that reason I feel that this explanation is absolutely 
pertinent. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well then, what did you mean 
when you said that your occupation became that of a citi¬ 
zen or some such— 
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The 'Witness: That the Chamber of Commerce work, 
Citizens’ Council work. Board of Merchants and Board of 
Industry work went into a secondary position, because 
there was an emergency existing in the town. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, but what counsel has been 
driving at is, whether or not your compensation from 
these agencies, whatever it was,—whether or not it con¬ 
tinued during the period that you were doing this other 
work. 

The Witness: Exactly the same as they did during the 
flood period. In other words, I was “loaned” out to do 
this community work. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead, Mr. Shawe. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did the Chamber of Commerce, 
during the month of June, 1937, ever take any ac- 

10656 tion as to “loaning” you out to do this work? A. 
The same as it did in ’36. 

Q. What action did it take during the month of June, 
1937? A. That the Chamber of Commerce met and in a 
period of emergency decided to become a part of the re¬ 
habilitation group and go through the emergency as such. 

Q. Did they meet during the month of June, 1937? A. 
They did not meet in the month of June. 

Mr. Moore: May I—have you finished? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: It seems to me there is a confusion of dates, 
there, one was “36” when perhaps it was meant for “37”, 
or vice versa. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I didn’t think so, but read the 
answer. Mr. Rose agrees with you. Which one do you 
gentlemen have in mind? 

Mr. Rose: I believe Mr. Shawe is asking about 1937 and 
the witness is answering about 1936. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, we had better read 
that, now. Was that the same one you had in mind, Mr. 
Moore ? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

(The reporter repeated the following: 

“Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did the Chamber of Corn- 

10657 merce during the month of June, 1937 ever take any 
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action as to ‘ 4 loaning" you out to do this work? A. The 
same as it did in 1936. 

“Q. What action did it take during the month of June, 
1937? A. That the Chamber of Commerce met and in a 
period of emergency decided to become a part of the re¬ 
habilitation group and go through the emergency as such. 

“Q. Did they meet during the month of June, 1937? A. 
They did not meet in the month of June/') 

The Witness: There is a conflict there. 

Trihl Examiner Bloom: All right, straighten it up. 

The Witness: *36 is the year, instead of *37, there, in 
that action. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well where—the question, Mr. 
Campbell, is, with reference to the period of June, 1937, 
whether the Chamber of Commerce took any action with 
respect to “loaning** you out ? That, broadly, is counsel’s 
question. 

The Witness: That action was a matter of discretion 
with the President. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the question is, was the 
action taken ? 

The Witness: Why, the permission was granted. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that is what Mr. 
1065S Shawe is driving at. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Now, you have injected this 
March, 1936—you say the Chamber of Commerce did take 
formal action in March, 1936? A. Executive action. 

Q. What do you mean by “executive action**? A. You 
realize that a Board of Directors delegate powers for an 
emergency to an executive? That there are certain pre¬ 
rogatives that are his? That does not require the calling 
of a Board of Directors meeting. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did the Board of Directors delegate 
such powers during March, 1936? A. The Board of Direc¬ 
tors did not meet in March of 1936. 

Q. iWell, you say the power was delegated in March, 
1936? A. That is a matter of power of by-laws. That 
power is created at the time your by-laws are set up. 

Q. You made the statement—correct me if I am wrong— 
that the Chamber of Commerce took the same action in 
June, 1937 that they did in March, 1936, is that correct? A. 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. XATL. LABOR BEL. BOARD. 5341 


Well, when T am saying the Chamber of Commerce, 

10659 I am speaking of executive action. I am not talk¬ 
ing about the members or the Board of Directors. 

Mr. Shawe: "Well now, read my last question, please. 

(Thereupon the reporter read the last question as above 
set forth.) 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner. I don’t think the witness 
answered that question. 

Mr. Moore: "Why, the question is, Mr. Examiner, that 
the witness answered the question a certain way, and he 
says, ‘‘Now, is that correct !" He means twice—the ques¬ 
tion boils down to this: whatever the action was, in March, 
1936, the same action was taken in June, or whatever the 
month was, in 1937. 

Mr. Shawe: Now, Mr. Examiner, I submit that 1 have 
a right to ask questions and ask them the way that T think 
they should be asked, and I don't need any help from re¬ 
spondents' counsel. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that again, and listen to it. 

(Thereupon the reporter read the question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: l)o you recall making that state¬ 
ment, Mr. Campbell ? 

The Witness: To get back, the action I certainly in¬ 
ferred was executive action. 

10660 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well tell us again, what is 
executive action? A. The power that is delegated 

to the presiding officer. 

Q. What power is delegated to the presiding officer? A. 
Complete discretionary powers in time of emergency, that 
he is not compelled to call a Board of Directors meeting. 

Q. Who is the presiding officer of the Johnstown Cham¬ 
ber of Commerce? 

Mr. Moore: At the present time? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) During the month of June, 1937. 
A. June ’37 ? 

Q. Right. A. Francis C. Martin. 

Q. And is that the same Mr. Francis C. Martin who was 
chairman of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? A. There 
is only one Francis C. Martin in Johnstown. 
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Q. I asked you a question. Answer it, please. 

Mr. Sliawe: Read it to him. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. There is 
nothing pending. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did Mr. Martin say to you that 
you were “loaned” out to do this sort of work as a 

10661 citizen? A. Did he what ? 

Mr. Shawe: Read the question. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the question as above 
set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase it. 

Mr. Shawe: Strike the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) During the month of June, 1937, did 
you have a conversation with Mr. Martin, with reference to 
this matter? A. I certainly did. 

Q. When did that conversation take place? A. Very 
shortly after my return to Johnstown, following June 11th. 

Q. Can you fix the date a little more specifically? A. It 
is going to be difficult to do it definitely. It may have been 
the 14th, it may have been the 15th. 

Q. Where did this conversation take place? A. At his 
office. 

Q. Where? A. In the United States National Bank Build¬ 
ing. 

Q. Who was present ? A. Mr. Martin. 

Q. Who else was present ? A. Oh. there is a lot of people 
' in and around—his office is right in the main floor of 

10662 the Bank Building. 

Q. Who else was present when you were having 
this conversation? A. Well, you mean in the conversa¬ 
tion? 

Q. That is right. A. Or present in the building? 

Q. No, in the conversation? A. Nobody. 

Q. What did Mr. Martin say to you on this occasion, and 
what jdid you say to Mr. Martin ? A. That is good. Will 
you divide your question ? 

Mr. Shawe: Read the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us the conversation. 

The Witness: Well, what did he sav, and what did I sav? 
I can’t say it at one time. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us the conversation. Tell 
us the conversation. That is, between the two of you. 

The Witness: I asked Mr. Martin if I was to go ahead 
and do the work of the Citizens’ Committee in the same 
manner as I did during the flood period, and he consented 
for me to do it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What did he say? A. To go ahead. 
Q. Was there anything else said at that conference? A. 
It wasn’t necessarv for anything else. 

10663 Q. Xow I believe you stated it compared with the 
same type of work that you did during the flood. 

Was the same sort of action taken, during the flood? A. 
Yes, sir. Do you mean, as far as Mr. Martin is concerned? 
Q. Exactly. A. Yes. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, I objected once, “the 
same”—it seems to me—“the same as”—you have got 
some explanation, when you say, “Did you take the same 
action,”—same as what? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is vague; strike the ques¬ 
tion. 

Mr. Shawe: Strike the question. I was only using the 
witness’ expression, though. 

The Witness: Well other than in— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is nothing pending. 

Mr. Shawe: Just a minute. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Shawe, take it easy now. 
Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Were you “loaned out” by the 
Johnstown Chamber of Commerce during the flood? A. I 
am not a slave. 

Q. Did you assume the role of a citizen during the flood 
of nineteen—A. I did. 

10664 Q. Just tell us when you ceased to become secre¬ 
tary of the Chamber of Commerce and became a citi¬ 
zen during the flood. A. At the time of the flood. 

Q. All right; did you have a conversation with Mr. Mar¬ 
tin on that occasion? A. I did. 

Q. Was the matter ever discussed at any meeting of the 
Johnstown Chamber of Commerce? A. It was not. 

Q. What did Mr. Martin say to you on that occasion? 
A. He permitted me to— 

Q. Well, tell us the conversation as best you remember 
it. A. Oh, you are asking for something here, that is even 


5344 BET II. STEEL CO. F.T AL. VS. NATL. LA BOB BEL. BO ABB. 


worse than what you are in connection with the strike. 
That is two years ago. 

Q. ‘Well, you seem to remember a lot of thing's about the 
strike, and I thought you had a very good memory. A. I do 
have a very good memory. 

Q. Now tell us the best you can what conversation you 
had with Mr. Martin. A. The flood, however, was a closed 
incident. 

10(565 ( t >. Well, tell us the conversation, please. A. 1 

can’t tell you the conversation. 

Q. You don’t remember it? A. Not in detail. 

Q. Do you remember anything about the conversation? 
A. Other than the results of it. 

Q. Does tlie Chamber of Commerce of Johnstown have 
members? A. They do have. 

Q. Is the Bethlehem Steel Company a member of the 
Johnstown Chamber of Commerce? A. They certainly are, 
and should be. 

Q. Is the Bethlehem Steel Corporation a member of the 
Johnstown Chamber of Commerce? A. I only know it as 
the Bethlehem Steel Plant of Johnstown. I do not differen¬ 
tiate between the Corporation and the Company. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do the members of the Johnstown 
Chamber of Commerce pay dues? A. They do. 

Q. Annual dues or monthly dues? A. Well, some pay 
one way, and some another. 

Q. Well, what is the annual dues of the Johnstown 
1066b Chamber of Commerce? A. $25. 

Q. $25 for what ? A. For an individual. 

Q. Is the Bethlehem Steel Company represented by more 
than one individual? A. They are, and should be. 

Q. Do you know how many individuals that are employees 
of the Bethlehem Steel Company, hold membership in the 
Johnstown Chamber of Commerce? A. Forty. 

Q. Do you have the names of the forty? A. I do not— 
with me. 

Q. Do you have them in your office? A. I do. 

Q. Would you mind bringing the names of those forty 
men here tomorrow morning, please? A. I will—no, I can’t 
do it. I won’t get out of here until after the girl is gone, 
and I leave before she gets there. 

Q. Do you refuse to bring those ? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, no. 

The Witness: I do not. It is physically impossible. The 
girl is the fiscal officer of the organization, and those rec¬ 
ords are not in my possession. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What time is your office open. 
10667 in the morning? A. Nine o’clock, and we are slated 
here at 8:30. 

Q. What is the annual membership dues— 

Mr. Shawe: Strike that. 

( c ). (By Mr. Shawe) How much dues does each individual 
have to pay, to become a member of the Bethlehem Steel 
(’ompany annually ? 

Mr. Moore: Now just a moment. 

The Witness: Of what? The Bethlehem Steel Company.* 

Mr. Shawe: Strike the question. The annual member¬ 
ship—strike the question. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that this line 
of questions has gone far enough. I don't want to keep 
objecting, but I don't see any pertinency to all of this. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is nothing pending now, 
Mr. Moore. 


Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know Mr. Ellicott. an official 
of the Bethlehem Steel Company? A. Casually. 

Q. Is Mr. Ellicott a member of the Johnstown Chamber 
of Commerce? A. 1 believe that he is. 

Q. Do you know what position Mr. Ellicott holds 
10668 with the Bethlehem Steel Company? A. From the 
press I would say general manager. 

Q. Did you ever talk to Mr. Ellicott? A. Possibly two 
or three times. 

Q. Is Mr. Ellicott chairman of any committees of the 
Johnstown Chamber of Commerce? 

Mr. Moore: Xow, Mr. Examiner, 1 am going to object 
right along on this. It is understood that I have an obje*. 
tion regularly. I have objected, that there is no connection 
shown between the Bethlehem Steel Company, Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation and the Chamber of Commerce and back 
for some time. Xow, you have previously ruled that that 
was a legal question, and having now ruled to the contrary, 
it seems to me that my objection certainly should be new 
sustained. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Objection to what ? 
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Mr. Moore: I say, you having ruled to the contrary, that 
it is no longer a legal question, it seems to me that my ob¬ 
jection should be sustained. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean by that! 

Mr. Moore: I mean by that just what I said before. I 
asked the question of Mr. Martin, “Was there any connec¬ 
tion in any way between the Bethlehem Steel Company and 
Bethlehem Steel Corporation and the Citizens’ Commit¬ 
tee/’ and you overruled it on the ground that that was a 
legal question to be determined by the Board, refer- 

10669 ring to pages twenty-four hundred— 

■ Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. 

Mr. Moore: —and 79, and 24S0. Now, you al¬ 
lowed the same question to be answered over my objection, 
by Mr. Campbell. You have changed your ruling, and it 
seems to me my objection now becomes more than you 
thought it was then. 

10670 Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t think that changes 
the ruling at all. It is an entirelv different situation, 

different set of facts. The whole problem comes up in a 
different way. 

Then the problem came up just the way the one that was 
asked of this witness this morning, of the connection, rela¬ 
tionship between the Steel Workers’ Committee and the 
Citizens' Committee. The other questions were among the 
ultimatje conclusions to be drawn from the proceeding. 

Mr. Moore: Well, but you have allowed him to testify 
as to “Was there any connection between the Chamber of 
Commerce, Johnstown Chamber of Commerce and the Citi¬ 
zens' Council of Johnstown," and I say that the question, 
in substance, is exactly the same. You have got two dif¬ 
ferent entities, to be sure. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. but the witness' answer to 
the fir^t question is very material, because that goes to one 
of the issues in the case. Of course, you have stated you 
don't quite understand the issues, and maybe that accounts 
for a certain amount of confusion, but the testimonv of this 
witness now goes to not whether or not the Bethlehem— 
whether there is anv connection between Bethlehem Steel 
Company and the Chamber of Commerce, but between two 
other groups. 

I think it is perfectly— 
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10671 Mr. Moore: Xo, no, he is asking— 

The Witness: Xo. 

Mr. Moore: He is not asking with reference to Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company and the Chamber of Commerce. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter read the question, as follows: 

‘‘Question: Is Mr. Ellicott chairman of any committees 
of the Johnstown Chamber of Commerce X’) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If I applied that rule, T would 
have to go back over the direct testimony and strike nine- 
tenths of it out. 

Mr. Moore: If you had not ruled as you did rule, back 
when Mr. Martin was on the stand in September, my entire 
line of interrogation would have been different. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Those questions, as I saw them 
then, and as I see them now, have to do with the ultimate 
conclusion of law to be drawn in the case by whoever is 
going to find facts and draw those conclusions. 

Mr. Moore: Well, but I don't— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t think that any witness 
should be permitted to answer those questions. If those 
questions were asked now of Mr. Martin, I would have made 
the same ruling. 

Mr. Moore: Well, but— if I may say one thing 

10672 more—[make one more statement], it does not seem 
to me that the entities are any different, here, a legal 

conclusion is a legal conclusion, it is nothing different from 
any other issue, no matter who the entities are. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is true, I permitted this 
witness and any number of witnesses that have been re¬ 
called by the respondents, since we went into this phase of 
the case, to give all kinds of legal conclusions, because 
while it is true they are legal conclusions, they are based on 
facts that they have told us about, and they are, in a sense, 
summing up; but to permit a man to state categorically 
whether there is any connection between Bethlehem Steel 
Company and the Citizens’ Committee, when that is one 
of the very things to be determined from the proceedings, 
I don’t think that is a proper question. 

Mr. Shawe: I have a pending question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read it. 
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10673 (The reporter repeated the question, as follows: 

1 “Question: Is Mr. Ellicott chairman of any com¬ 
mittees of the Johnstown Chamber of Commerce?") 

The Witness: He is not. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Is Mr. Ellicott a member of the Johns¬ 
town Chamber of Commerce? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tie has already answered that. 
Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Is Mr. Sidney D. Evans a member of 
the Johnstown Chamber of Commerce? A. He is. 

Mr. Moore: May it be understood, Mr. Examiner, that 
1 have an objection to all this line of questions? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, that's right. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know a Mr. Hough. who is 
connected with the Bethlehem Steel Company? A. I do. 

Q. Is Mr. Hough a member of the Johnstown Chamber 
of Commerce? A. He is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know how to spell that 
name ? 

The Witness: H-o-n-g-h. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know his first name? A. 
Ralph E. 

10674’ Q. Do you recall the names of any other members 
of the Johnstown Chamber of Commerce? A. I do 

not. 

Q. Who are employed by the Bethlehem Steel Company? 
A. I do not. 

Q. Do you know a Mr. W. C. Frank? A. I know a Mr. 
Frank. 

Q. Is Mr. W. C. Frank a member of the Johnstown Cham¬ 
ber of Commerce? A. I can't, I can't identifv him as 
W. C. 

Q. Well, the Mr. Frank that you know, do you know 
whether he is employed by the Bethlehem Steel Company? 
A. The Mr. Frank I know is employed by the Bethlehem 
Steel Company. 

0. 1 Do you know whether he is the Chief Engineer of the 
Bethlehem Steel Company? A. I do not. 

Q. Does the Johnstown Chamber of Commerce have an 
Executive Committee? A. It does. 

Q. Is Mr. S. H. Heckman a member of the Executive 
Committee of the Johnstown Chamber of Commerce? A. 
He is not. 
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Q. Was Mr. S. IT. Heckman a member of the Executive 
Committee of the ’Johnstown Chamber of Commerce: 

10675 A. He was not. 

Q. Please wait until I finish my question. A. Well, 
he never was a member of it. 

Q. Will you wait— A. At the time— 

Q. Will you wait until 1 finish my questions, please. Was 
Mr. Carl Geis a member of the Executive Committee of 
the Johnstown Chamber of Commerce during the month of 
June, 1937 ? A. He is, or was? 

Q. Was Mr. Frank Geis a member of the Johnstown—is 
he a member of the Johnstown Chamber of Commerce ? A. 
He is. 

Q. Was he during the month of June, 1937? A. You 
will have to permit me to search the records to find out 
whether his dues was paid at that particular moment. If 
the dues are not paid they are not so considered. 

Q. Do you know Mr. Fiig? A. I do. 

Q. Is Mr. Fiig a member of the Executive Committee of 
the Johnstown Chamber of Commerce, was he a member 
during the month of June. 1937? A. He is not or was not. 

Mr. Moore: Might it be well to find out whether 

10676 there is more than one Mr. Fiig? 

The Witness: There is no Mr. Fiig a member of 
the Executive Committee. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know a Mr. Fiig? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you know whether he was a member of the Execu¬ 
tive Committee of the Johnstown Citizens' Committee? A. 

I did answer that. Oh, vou sav of the Johnstown Citizens' 

• • 

Committee ? 

Q. Yes. A. Oh, yes, he is a member of the Citizens, he 
was a member of the Citizens’ Committee. 

Q. Was— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What’s his first name? 

The Witness: George. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Was Mr. George Fiig a member of 
the Johnstown Chamber of Commerce? A. Remember 
there are two George Fiigs. 

Q. Well, the one— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Does he have an initial? 

The Witness: Xo, lie does not. neither have initials, to 
the best of my knowledge, it is father and son. 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, the George Fiig who was a mem¬ 
ber of the Executive Committee of the Johnstown Citizens' 
Committee, was he a member of the Executive Corn- 
10677 mittee—strike that. 

Was that Mr. Fiig a member of the Johnstown 
Chamber of Commerce? 

Mr. Moore: What Mr. Fiig? 

Mr. Shawe: The one that was a member of the Johns¬ 
town Citizens' Committee. 

Mr. Moore: And when? 

Mr. Shawe: During the month of June. 

The Witness: I believe that he was. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How long have you been Secretary 
of the Board of Merchants? A. Since its inception. 

Q. When was its inception? A. October S, 1935, I be¬ 
lieve. 

Q. Does the Board have members? A. It does. 

Q. Who are members of the Board of Merchants? A. 
Those that contribute. 

Q. Does the Board have a chairman? A. They do. 

Q. Who is the chairman of the Board of Merchants? 
A. When? 

Q. How do you spell that? A. W-h-e-n. 

1067S Q. At the present time? A. M. H. Morrison. 

Q. Who was chairman of the Board of Merchants 
during the month of June, 1937? A. Carl E. Geis. 

Q. And is that the same Mr. Geis, the same Mr. Carl 
Geis who was a member of the Johnstown Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee? A. It is. 

Q. Is Mr. S. II. Heckman a member of the Board of 
Merchants? A. He is not. 

Q. Was he ever a member of the Board of Merchants? 
A. He was not. 

Q. Was Mr. Francis C. Martin ever a member of the 
Board of Merchants ? A. He is not a merchant. 

Q. I asked you was he ever a member of the Board of 
Merchants? A. Well, he wouldn’t be eligible. 

Q. Do you receive a salary from the Board of Merchants? 
A. Mr. Examiner, may I explain again? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sure. 
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Mr. Moore: It is understood, I take it, Mr. Examiner, 
that I have an exception to all this line of testimony, it is 
irrelevant, immaterial. 

10679 Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be so noted. 

Mr. Moore: If I said 4 ‘exception,” I meant “ob¬ 
jection.” 

The Witness: The one salary that is paid by the Cham¬ 
ber of Commerce is inclusive for the four organizations. 
In other words, the Chamber of Commerce pays the secre¬ 
tarial and office expense for the three subsidiary groups 
that have complete autonomy unto themselves. Then, in 
turn, these bodies contribute to the Chamber of Commerce, 
so that it is the same as paying a separate salary and it is 
the same as not paying a separate salary. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) The one salary? A. It is up and 
down and across, the one salary is inclusive and the source 
of the original is from the several. It is a matter of book¬ 
keeping. 

Q. Well, in other words, the Board of Merchants, as I 
understand you, and the Board of Industry and the Citi¬ 
zens' Council— A. The Citizens' Council. 

Q. —are subsidiaries of the Johnstown Chamber of Com¬ 
merce ! A. That’s correct, there is three organizations that 
are identified with the Chamber of Commerce. The presi¬ 
dent or the chairman of the particular group is an 
106S0 ex-officio member of the Board of Directors of the 
Chamber of Commerce and in that wav the com- 
plete activities of the Chamber of Commerce is known to 
each of the bodies so that they can keep their membership 
acquainted with what is going on, and by the same action 
any problem that a particular group has is taken back to 
the Chamber. 

In that way we have covered a hurdle in Johnstown by 
bringing the rank and file into a place where, if they care 
to, they can naturally know what is going on by being iden¬ 
tified with the Citizens’ Council. Then the President of the 
Citizens’ Council going to the Chamber of Commerce knows 
what the entire picture is, and there is no excuse on the 
part of anybody in the Johnstown District to say that 
they don’t know. 

Mr. Shawe: I understand. 
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The Witness: Because they have not taken advantage 
of the facilities. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, may we find out whether 
this explanation just given by the witness is an explanation 
of what he meant bv saving that these three bodies were 
subsidiaries of the Chamber of Commerce. I think he used 
the term first and then it was used in a question by counsel 
for the Board. I wanted to be sure. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that what you meant, 
106S1 Mr. Campbell? 

The "Witness: Subsidiary and, in other words, be¬ 
ing secondary to them, to the Chamber. They are younger 
organizations than the Chamber. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Lawvers think in terms of sub- 

T • 

sidiaries, when they think in terms of subsidiaries they 
think of corporations. When you used the word subsidiary 
T also thought of a subsidiary corporation. I assume, Mr. 
Moore was thinking of that, too. 

Mr. Moore: I had in mind ownership. 

The Witness: Not ownership. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is this relationship that 
you have described. All right, go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) The salary that you are paid, are you 
paid by check? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Whose signatures are attached, who signs those 
checks ? 

Mr. Moore: Well, of course, I have an objection to all 
of this as immaterial. 

The 1 Witness: The people that are authorized by the di¬ 
rectors of the Chamber. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Who is authorized by the directors 
of the Chamber to sign the checks, who was authorized 
during the month of June to sign the checks? A. 
10682 The treasurer. 

Q. 1937? A. The treasurer and the office secre¬ 
tary. 

Q. Who was the treasurer ? A. Harry Zeime. 

Q. Who? A. Harry Zeime. 

Q. Spell it. A. Z-e-i-m-e, H-a-r-r-y. 

Q. You mentioned office secretary, does he sign the check 
also? A. She does—lie does not, she does. 

Q. Spell her name. A. Edith, E-d-i-t-h G-o-b-i-n. 
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Q. Does any one else sign the checks ? A. They do not. 

Q. Does the check carry the name of the Johnstown 
Chamber of Commerce? A. It does. How would it be 
cashed if it didn’t? 

Q. I believe you told us that during the month of June, 
the Steel Workers’ Organizing Committee had a certain 
number of members; do you recall making that statement? 

Mr. Moore: I don’t think— 

The Witness: I do. I told you that— 

10683 Mr. Moore: Just a moment, please, during the 
month of June. You mean during the entire month? 

Mr. Shnwe: Strike the last question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What did you say with reference to 
the membership of the Steel Workers’ Organizing Commit¬ 
tee? 

Mr. Moore: Well, let’s clear up the previous question. 

Mr. Shawe: I strike— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He struck that question. 

Mr. Shawe: I struck it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the pending question, as follows: 

“Question: Xow, what did you say with reference to 
the membership of the Steel Workers’ Organizing Commit¬ 
tee?”) 

Mr. Moore: Did he say anything about it? 

The Witness: Yes, I did. 

Mr. Moore: Did he, or did he say “the union”? 

The Witness: Xo, I— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He said the S. W. 0. C., I think, 
well, I don’t know. 

Mr. Moore There is a vast difference, it may be one of 
the issues here. 

10GS4 Trial Examiner Bloom: What did you say, do you 
recall? 

The Witness: Well, I believe the two has been used in¬ 
terchangeably in that particular— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Were you using it interchange¬ 
ably? 

The Witness: Well, it may have been, I think you asked 
the question what is considered a picket, whether he had 
to be a union man or not. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I was just using the phrasi 
generally, not referring to this specific—at that time— 

Mr. Shawe: Page 14,306. 

Mr. Moore: 306* 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 306, Mr. Moore. Did you say 
306? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. What is my pending question, please? 

(The reporter repeated the pending question, as follows: 

“Question: What did you say with reference to the 
membership of the Steel Workers’ Organizing Commit¬ 
tee?^) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wait a minute before vou an- 
swer. 

Mr. Shawe: Maybe I can clear it up. 

10655 Trial Examiner Bloom: Wait a minute. All right, 
go ahead. 

Mr. Shawe: Strike the last question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What did you say with reference to 
7S0 paid members? 

Mr. Moore: Members of what, what do vou mean? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that’s what he said. 

Mi 1 . Shawe: That is what he said, and I want to clear 
it up. 

Mr. Moore: Well, where was that? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It appears on 14,306, Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore: Well, isn’t he talking about—haven’t you 
got to go back, that was Watkins— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But there is no definite state¬ 
ment as to who had 7S0, he says there were in the neighbor¬ 
hood of— 

Mr. Moore: You see, you go back to page 14,304, there 
is a statement by Mr. Watkins: “We have.” 

Mr. Shawe: Well, Mr. Examiner, the witness can prob¬ 
ably tell us. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

The Witness: The organization that Mr. Watkins rep¬ 
resented. 

Mr. Shawe: What organization was that? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Or, rather, what organi- 

10656 zation did you understand he represented? 

The Witness: The S. W. O. C. 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How did you know the S. W. 0. C. 
had 780 paid members in the month of June? A. I over¬ 
heard some comments on it. 

Mr. Moore: What was the answer, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: “I overheard some comments on 
it.” 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Where? A. On the street. 

Q. When? A. I don't know as I can give you the date of 
it, I have nothing definite to associate it with. 

Q. Was it before the strike, or after the strike? A. It 
was during the strike period. 

Q. After the strike? A. Yes. 

Mr. Moore: Well, he said it was during the strike period. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, I meant after the strike was called. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What street were you on when you 
overheard this? A. I didn't say any street, and I don’t 
recall the particular location. 

106S7 Q. Who said that there were only 7S0 members? 
A. I did not know any of the men. 

Q. Had you ever seen the men before? A. I did not 
recognize them. 

Q. Did you know who they were? A. I told you I didn’t. 

Q. Have you seen them since? A. I can’t say that I have. 

Q. Why did you state on your direct examination that 
you had information that is reasonably reliable there was 
in the neighborhood of 7S0 paid members in the month of 
June? 

Mr. Moore: I object to that question, why did he state? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, on what did you base 
your statement? 

The Witness: I believe I qualified the thing, that from 
observation on the picket lines, the character of the pickets, 
and so on, together with this statement that I had over¬ 
heard, that the combination of the several things was the 
reason for it. 

Q. Do you consider the way you got the information with 
reference to the number of members of the S. W. 0. C. 

reliable information? A. I did not predicate it on— 
10688 Q. Answer my question. Read the question to 
him. 
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(The reporter read the question, as follows: 

* 4 Question: Do you consider the way you got the infor¬ 
mation with reference to the number of members in the 
S. W. 0. C. reliable information V*) 

Mr. Moore: I object to the question. 

Mr. Shawe: Answer it yes or no. 

Mr. Moore: It is one of those questions that can't— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a minute. 

The Witness: I can't— 

Mr. Moore: It can't be answered yes or no. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, you don't have to answer 
it yes or no, but I think you can properly answer the ques¬ 
tion. 

The Witness: Well, I certainly can't tell the responsi¬ 
bility of the men. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you consider the information 
reliable? A. If you will go back to my statement of yes¬ 
terday. 

Q. Xo, now. please, just this information that you over¬ 
heard on the street, did you consider that— A. I cer- 
tainlv considered that it was substantiated bv mv observa- 

to • to 

tion on the picket lines. 

QJ Did you consider the information reliable, is my ques¬ 
tion? 

106S9 Mr. Moore: Xow, Mr. Examiner, what is the 
information? The witness has said, as I under¬ 
stand it, that he believes the statement that he made was 
true and he stated why lie thinks so. 

Mr. Shawe: Xow, Mr. Examiner, I want to read the 
witness an answer that he made to one of Mr. Moore's 
questions, and I want to know if you want this answer to 
stand, or whether you want to change it. 

Xow, listen to it very carefully. 

Mr. Moore: What page is it, please? 

Mr. Shawe: I am reading from page 14,305, the bottom 
of the page. 

‘‘Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, did you mean by that, 
then—if I might interpret a little—that you did not think 
that they had 66-2/3. is that it? 

“The Witness: I know they didn’t have it. 

“Mr. Bloom: How did you know it? 
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‘‘The "Witness: By the number of pickets on the line—” 
Just a minute, let me finish. 

Mr. Moore: Let's correct your statement, he didn't 
make this in answer to a question by me. 

Mr. Shawe: I said Mr. Bloom. 

Mr. Moore: You did not, sir. 

Mr. Shawe: Read my statement back, please. 

(The reporter read as follows: 

10690 “Mr. Shawe: Xow, Mr. Examiner, I want to 
read the witness an answer that he made to one of 

Mr. Moore’s questions —”) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is not correct, it is in 
response to a question that I asked after the witness has 
mentioned a figure. 

Mr. Shawe: “Trial Examiner Bloom—” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Don't read it over again. 

Mr. Shawe: I wanted to read what the witness said, I 
just wanted to bring him up to where he said it. 

“How do you know it? 

“The Witness: By the number of pickets on the line, by 
the number of men that went to work, by the character of 
the pickets that were on the line, and from various rumors 
that I had an occasion to overhear, of various statements 
that I had occasion to overhear, from information that is 
reasonably reliable, there was in the neighborhood of 780 
paid members in the month of June." 

Xow, do you want that to stand? 

Mr. Moore: Xow, just a moment, the information is 
perfectly clear—it is perfectly clear. 

Mr. Shawe: Xow, Mr. Examiner, I don't think that Mr. 
Moore has to interpret the testimony, I am asking the 
witness if he wants that answer to stand. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I want the question read cor- 

10691 reetly with the right emphasis to the witness. 

Mr. Shawe: I will let you read it to him with 
your emphasis on it. 

Mr. Moore: T don't care anything about it. 

Mr. Shawe: I wasn't trying to emphasize, I was trying 
to state the facts. I will let the witness read it. 

Mr. Moore: The words “from information" are co¬ 
ordinated with the other statements, from A to B to 0 to D 
to E, they are all taken together, there isn't any explana- 
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tion there, there is no—no explanation as to how much 
weight is attached to one of the reasons or the other. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, it is perfectly obvious that 
the witness stated that he had gotten his information from 
reliable sources, that there was only 780 paid members in. 
the month of June. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, at any rate, the question 
is, do you want that answer to stand? 

Mr: Moore: But what answer, the whole answer stand 
that was read? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: It is not that interpretation that is put 
upon it— 

10692 Mr. Shawe: I am asking if he wants that answer 
to stand, that is all. 

The Witness: I certainly do. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 8:30 tomorrow morning. 

(Thereupon, at 5:30 o'clock, p. m.. February 24, 1938. 
the hearing was adjourned to 8:30 o'clock a. m.. February 
25. 193S.) ‘ 
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10698 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come to 
order. 

Lawrence Campbell resumed the stand as a witness bv 
• % 

and on behalf of the Respondents, and having been pre¬ 
viously sworn, testified further as follows: 

Mr. Sliawc: May I have just a moment, please, sir? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

Cross-Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Campbell, if you recall yester¬ 
day when we had considerable discussion about the flood, 
the record isn't quite clear as to when the flood took place. 
Would you mind telling us just what period the flood cov¬ 
ered ] 

Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner, I think if we are going 
*o do that we ought to have the flood defined, hadn't we? 
I mean, the flood consists of rising waters, a rise to a height 
and then they begin to subside and get down to normality. 
Tf he means the period when normal began to be exceeded 
and the duration of the high water until the water subsided 
to normal, to a normal condition, why that might be one 
thing. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, I mean— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I have the further sug- 

10699 gestion, Mr. Shawe, that you specifiy which flood. As 
I recall. Mr. Campbell mentioned two floods. I think 

this town had two of them, 1889 and 1936, and I am sure that 
Mr. Campbell mentioned both at different points in his 
testimony. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, I believe you referred to a 
flood hero in 1936? A. I did. 

Q. Do you recall the date? A. March 17th. 

Q. TTow long a period would you say the flood lasted? A. 
Do you mean the actual water, or the chaos that was sub¬ 
sequent to it? 

Q. Well, let’s take both of them. 

Mr. Moore: At the same time? 

Mr. Shawe: Xo, we will take first the actual period that 
the flood lasted. 
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The Witness: Well, the first evidence that there was 
going'to be a flood, as far as I am concerned, was about 
the middle of the morning, or that there was going to be 
unusually high water. 

At 1:30,1 was leaving, or wanted to leave, the Fort Stan- 
wix Hotel from a luncheon meeting and was unable to get 
from the hotel. So at the hotel the water reached its crest 
at about 12:15. 

10700 Q. (By Mr. Shawo) What day was that? A. That 
would be the 18th, and then at about 9:30 I left the 

hotel and the water was still about three feet deep because 
I wanted to get out and get relief in, remembering what 
had been told to me about the flood of ’S9, about the 
pilfering and general chaotic conditions that existed after¬ 
wards, and that there was no organization effected to meet 
the situation in ? 36. 

I got across town to the Central High School location and 
found automobiles parked on the hillside going to Westmont 
and I commandeered one of the cars to give me transporta¬ 
tion to the C. C. Camp. 

Q. Well, just tell us approximately how long a period 
did the flood last. T mean, without going into all the details? 
A. Well, the waters had receded at the late afternoon so 
that you could start to get across the town. 

Mr: Moore: May I ask. Mr. Examiner, late afternoon 
on what day? 

The Witness: The 18th. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) The 18th of March, is that correct? 
A. Yes. 

Q. How long a period would you estimate the chaos or 
the after-effects of the flood? A. A period of months. 

10701 Q. Xow, I believe you stated yesterday, if I may 
use your term, you were loaned out by the Chamber 

of Commerce to assist in this flood relief work? A. I was 
not loaned out by the Chamber of Commerce. If you go 
back to the army phrase, “detached service” may be the 
better expression. 

Q. All right, how long a period were you detached from 

your normal duties to assist in the flood relief? A. I am 

still on detached service intermittentlv. 

• 

Q. Well, at the time of the flood did you devote all of your 
time to flood relief 1 A. I did. 
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Q. For hov; long a period did you devote all of your time 
to flood relief? A. For a period of weeks until some sem¬ 
blance of order was re-established and we could gain some 
normalcy in the community. 

Q. Fan you give us some estimate as to days or as to 
weeks? A. Oh, it was weeks, it isn't a matter of days. 

Q. Well, bow many weeks would you say? A. Oh, possibly 
six to eight weeks. 

Q. That would be that you were detached from your nor¬ 
mal duties for six or eight weeks? A. That's right, 
1070- that my normal duties, that is my normal duties that 
I was compensated for were absolutely thrown into a 
secondary position. 

Q. Xow. during the time of the strike here last Spring, 
or last June. T believe you stated that you were also loaned 
out, or to use your expression “detached" from your nor¬ 
mal duties, is that correct? A. That's correct. 

Q. For how long a period were you detached from your 
normal duties during the strike ? A. Oh. approximately four 
weeks. 

Q. I believe you also stated, correct me if I am wrong, 
that the Chamber of Commerce by executive action allowed 
von to participate in this assistance or detached work, if 
1 may call it that, is that correct? A. That is correct. 

Q. And that the same action was taken during the strike 
was taken during the Hood, is that correct? A. The same 
mechanics were gone through. 

Q. Tell me again just what the mechanics were that per¬ 
mitted you to pursue this work. A. The assent of the 
president. 

Mr. Moore: That is the president of the Chamber of 
Commerce? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) That assent was given to vou 
10703 by Mr. Francis C. Martin, is that correct? A. That 
is correct. 

O. What did Mr. Francis C. Martin say to you, if you 
recall, on the occasion that von were loaned out to assist 
in the flood relief work in 1936? 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that all of 
this was covered yesterday on cross. 
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Mr. Shawe: Well, Mr. Examiner, there are just a few 
things that I don't think are quite clear in the record and 
I just want to have a complete picture of it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, don't take too much time 
on it. that was prone over. 

The Witness: Hestate your question, please. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Head the question. 

(The reporter read the pending question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: Other than to give his assent, I gave him 
the reasons for it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, as I recall then, the by-laws of 
the Chamber of Commerce allow the president of the Cham¬ 
ber of Commerce to permit you to be detached from your 
normal work to engage in this? A. Xo, I didn’t say that, I 
said the by-laws of the Chamber of Commerce delegate to 
the presiding officer certain executive powers, without de¬ 
fining the powers. 

10704 1 Q. How many presiding officers does the Chamber 
of Commerce have? A. One at a time. 

0. Who was the presiding officer of the Chamber of Com- 
meree during the month of March, 1936? A. Francis C. 
Martin. 

Q. Are you sure of that? A. I am in error on that. 

Q. Do you want to correct your testimony? A. I do want 
to correct the testimony. 

Q. All right, correct your testimony. A. Herman C. Wil¬ 
helm was president. 

Q. So when you stated yesterday that you had a conver¬ 
sation with Mr. Martin during the month of the flood vou 
were mistaken, is that correct? A. Yes. that is correct. 

Q. Xow, I would also like to ask you, Mr. Campbell, at 
this time, you gave us a lot of testimony yesterday, I want 
you ?d take your time and think back, is there any other 
testimony that you gave us yesterday that you would like 
to correct at this time? A. T don’t recall it at this time, 
perhaps there may be some corrections that I would care 
to make as we go along. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, may we have the name of 
that man who was— 

10705 Trial Examiner Bloom: T didn’t get it. 

The "Witness: Herman C. Wilhelm. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Spell the last name. 

The Witness: W-i-l-h-e-l-m. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Have you got that Mr. Moore! 
Mr. Moore: Yes. thank you. 

(>. (By Mr. Shawe) When did Mr. Martin become the 
presiding officer of* the Chamber of Commerce? A. For 
llie year of ‘36. 

Q. When did the year of '36 begin? A. Sometime in the 
month of Januarv lie took office. 

0. Of ‘36? A. No, ’37. 

Q. For how long* a time? A. A one-year term. 

Q. And is Mr. Martin a presiding officer at the present 
time? A. He was re-elected this year. 

Q. When was he re-elected? A. At the meeting* in the 
month of. either the month of December of ’37, or the month 
of January of ‘38. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Now, Mr. Campbell, I would like 
to take you back over that meeting at the Elks Hall on Mon¬ 
day night. June 14th, the first meeting of the Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee. if I may use that expression: that was the 

10706 first meeting* of the Citizens' Committee, is that cor¬ 
rect? A. That was the first meeting, yes, sir, the 

first meeting that T have any knowledge of. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This is off the record. 

(Thereupon a short discussion was held off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you recall who was the first 
speaker at the Elks Hall meeting, Monday night, June 14th? 
A. Reverend Stanton. 

Q. What did Reverend Stanton say on that occasion? A. 
As I recall it, he briefly stated the purpose of the assembly 
being invited. 

10707 Q. Well, tell us what he said. A. I can’t endeavor 
to repeat it. 

Q. Well. I mean substantially, the best you can. A. Well, 
If T may, I will try to clear—make that clear. 

Q. Certainly. A. There were only special features of the 
meeting that I was particularly interested in. It was more 
considering a procedure than it was listening to this fellow’s 
idea and the other fellow's idea. As far as Stanton was con¬ 
cerned, and many of the other speakers, I had more first- 
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hand information than they had, so anything they said was 
no information to me. But I was interested in the three 
phases. 

The position of the— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now. pardon me, Mr. Campbell. 
I think you have stated that rather fully. 

The Witness: Well, I did, briefly. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This present question is directed 
towards your recollection of what Mr. Stanton said. 

The'Witness: Well, I didn't endeavor to remember the 
comments that was made by the different speakers. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, did you hear any of them? 
that is— 

10708 The Witness: Well, in broken parts, as I say, I 
was called to the telephone three or four times, and 
had to go out into the hall, with people coming in and out. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, as I understand it, you were 
going in and out of the meeting? A. That is right. 

Q. During the entire meeting, is that it? A. At different 
intervals in the meeting. 

Q. Well, do you say that you were in and out of the meet¬ 
ing while Mr. Stanton was speaking? Take your time, Mr. 
Campbell. A. I can't answer that. 

Q. Whv can't von answer that? A. It is awfullv hard to 
place the times that I was called to the telephone: that is, 
to answer the telephone—not called personally—and just 
when those incidents were, and I went into the hall leading 
off of 1 the room that the meeting was held in, to talk to dif¬ 
ferent people, so T can't place those times. 

10709' Q. Do you remember anything that Mr. Stanton 
said? A. Xot close enough to quote it. 

Q. I am not asking you to quote it. Mr. Campbell. A. 
Well, but other than that he stated the purpose of calling 
the assemblage together. 

Q. Well, what did he state, specifically? A. Well, that is 
what I am telling you. that I can't give it to you specifically. 

Q. Well, do you mean to say in all of the other conver¬ 
sations and all the other speeches and talks that vou have 
relat<kl here, that you have stated them specifically? A. I 
tried to tell you that the thing that I was interested in es¬ 
sentially was— 

Q. Mr. Campbell, that is not my question. 
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Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, I do not think that the ques¬ 
tion is quite a fair one, because he has not stated specifically 
what the others said. 

Mr. Shawe: Well then that is my question, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. lie says he can’t state what "Mr. Stanton— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, put another question. 

Mr. Moore: The question was— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Put another question. 

10710 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, can't you give us the 
substance of what Mr. Stanton said at the meeting at 

the Elks Hall? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: To the best of your present- 
recollection, Mr. Campbell? 

Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner, I think that the ques¬ 
tion must be limited to what this witness heard him say. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, certainlv. What you heard 

* • * 

him say, what you presently remember of what you heard. 
Now we don't expect you, of course, Mr. Campbell, to re¬ 
member his precise words, since you have indicated that 
you do not remember his exact words, or anything resem¬ 
bling his exact words. But give us the substance of what he 
said while you were present, as best you remember. 

The Witness: As result of his observations, that he 
felt justified in calling the people together to consider a 
plan of procedure. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you recall anything else that he 
said? A. That is as near suming up the remarks as I can 
remember. 

Q. How long did Mr. Stanton speak on that occasion? A. 
Well, I imagine he may have been in charge of the 

10711 meeting, ten to fifteen minutes. 

Q. Was the meeting called to order? A. By Stan¬ 
ton. 

Q. "What did he say when he first called the meeting to 
order? Do you recall the first statement that he made? 
A. I do not. He did suggest that the meeting elect a chair¬ 
man. 

Q. Mr. Stanton suggested that? A. Yes. 

Q. Who nominated the chairman, if he was nominated? 
A. Why, it came from the floor. I can't recall. 

Q. Who is Mr. Stanton? A. A minister. 

Q. Where? A. The Presbyterian Church in Westmont. 
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Q. How long lias Mr. Stanton been in Johnstown? West¬ 
mont ? A. Uh—oh, maybe three years, maybe four years. A 
comparatively short period. 

Q. Mr. Stanton lived in Johnstown prior to that? A. He 
is not a native of Johnstown. 

Q. Where did Reverend Stanton formerly reside, do you 
know? A. I cannot answer that. I think he came from 
Scranton to Johnstown. 

Q. Mow who was the next speaker after Reverend Stan¬ 
ton? A. It could have been the Mayor, I am not postive 
of that. 

Q. Mayor Daniel Shields ? A. Yes. 

10712 Q. Do you recall what Mayor Shields said on that 
occasion? A. The part of Shields' comment that I 

do recall was that he would use to the best of his ability his 
ofiiee to maintain law and order impartially. 

Q. Did he say anything else that you remember? A. I do 
not. 

Q. Were you in the room during the entire time that 
MayoriShields spoke? A. I cannot say that definitely, I 
don't believe I was. 

Q. I believe you said the Mayor spoke twice, is that 
correct ? A. I think there was an interval that somebodv 
else spoke between parts of his appearance before the meet- 
ing. 

Q. How many people spoke during that interval? A. 
I can't answer that. 

Q. Well, do you recall anybody that spoke during that 
interval? A. Well, Hi Andrews spoke, and Mr. Heckman 
spoke: a fellow by the name of Aldrich spoke. 

Q. Nbw— A. Just where they fitted in, I can’t tell you 
that. 

Q. Mr. Aldrich, you say? A. Yes. 

10713 Q. What is his first name? A. Ralph. 

; Q. You don't recall whether he spoke during the 
interval that the Mayor— A. I can't place definitely at 
the time or the sequence in which they spoke. 

Q. Who is Mr. Aldrich? A. Mr. Aldrich is a man that 
came to town, oh, possibly six months, seven months maybe 
—no, previous to that. He came here somewhere near the 
month of February, maybe the month of March. 

Q. 1937? A. Yes. 
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Q. He is not a native of Johnstown? A. He is not. 

Q. Has lie resided in Johnstown prior to that time? A. 
I don’t believe he has. 

Q. Is he living in Johnstown at the present? A. I saw 
him possibly two or three weeks ago. He may still be here. 

Q. What is Mr. Aldrich’s occupation? A. At the time 
that he spoke at this meeting ho was editor and handling the 
news for what is known as the Johnstown Chronicle. 

Mr. Moore: Well, that is not quite responsive, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer. He used the present tense in his question. 

10714 Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you mean now, Mr. Shawe? 
Q. (By Mr. Shawe) At the time he was at the meeting? 
A. Well, that would be the only time that I would have any 
knowledge of his occupation. 

Q. You don’t know what he does at the present time? A. 
Well, when I saw him three weeks ago he said he was writing 
some articles, that he was trying to sell to some magazines. 
So 1 guess you would call him a free-lance writer at the 
present time. 

Q. Did you invite Mr. Aldrich to the meeting? A. I did. 
Q. At tiie Elks Hall? A. I did. 

Q. Did you call him over the phone or invite him person- 
allv? A. Xo. Thev had an office in the same building and 
I met him as I was going in and out of the building. 

Q. And what building was that? A. The Swank Building. 
Q. What did you say to him on that occasion that you in¬ 
vited him? A. That the meeting of citizens was to be 

10715 called at the Elks at 7:30, and invited him to attend. 
He was a man that got among the working people, 

he is a very— 

Q. Now, just a minute, I just asked you for the conversa¬ 
tion. What did Mr. Aldrich say on that occasion ? A. Why, 
that he would attend. 

Q. Do you recall what Mr. Aldrich said at the meeting at 
the Elks Hall ? A. I do not. 

Q. Do you recall whether there was a motion made after 
the Mayor spoke the first time? A. The motion, I don’t be¬ 
lieve, creating a committee to interview Watkins, was 
made— 
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Mr. Sliawe: 'Well, now, just a minute. Read my question. 
I do not think you quite understood my question. Read the 
question. 

(Thereupon, the reporter repeated, the last question as 
above set forth.) 

10716 Mr. Moore: I think, Mr. Examiner, if we are going 
to be specific, we had better know what he means by 

**a motion*’. 

Mr. 'Sliawe: I mean bv “a motion** anv motion that was 

• • 

put to the presiding officer, from anyone at the meeting. 

Mr. Moore: The question also assumes that the Mayor 
did speak twice. 

Mr. Sliawe: Well, the witness so testified. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The witness said so. 

Mr. Moore: Well, not positively. He has not stated 
positively. 

Mr. Sliawe: Other witnesses have also told us that, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Mr. Moore: I do not think anyone has said he was posi¬ 
tive. Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Sliawe: I believe he did state. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, this witness on his direct 
examination did say that the Mayor spoke twice. Xow he 
says he is not quite so sure. 

Mr. Moore: I do not think, Mr. Examiner, that is quite 
right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I may be mistaken. At any rate 
it is not— 

Mr. Moore: lie said either that he might have 

10717 spoken twice, or he is inclined to think he spoke 
twice, something of that sort, but he didn’t state 

positively. 

Mr. Sliawe: I am positive the witness said on direct 
examination that the Mayor did speak twice, and I will 
find it for you in the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Find it. 

Mr. Moore: Will you show it to us in the record? 

Mr. Sliawe: Certainly. Mr. Examiner, I direct your at¬ 
tention to page 143S2, the last question on the bottom of the 
page asked by Mr. Moore. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 82? 

Mr. Broun: 282? 
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Mr. Shawe: Yes, sir, 2S2. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 2S2? 

Mr. Broun: 'Which is it? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 2S2. 

Mr. Shawe: Yes, 282: I am sorry. It is blurred here, in 
my record. I believe the record shows— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xow wait a minute. Do you 
withdraw the objection, Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. I withdraw the objection. I think I 
was mistaken in that respect. But I do think we ought to 
have some understanding as to what is meant by counsel 
when he uses the word "speak"—"did he speak'’. 

Mr. Shawe: I mean, address the meeting, Mr. Ex- 

10718 aininer. 

Mr. Moore: That is all right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you do not mind, T will point 
out that Mr. Shawe asked Mr. Moore precisely the same 
question on page 1428. 

Mr. Moore: I accepted the criticism and tried to straight¬ 
en it out. I thought I did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : We have just one of those things 
that happen, when lawyers are asking questions some¬ 
times. In other words, the man who is sitting by listening 
to the other one can sometimes be a trifle more accurate. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Moore and myself are very consistent, 
then, I would say. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

Mr. Shawe: I believe I have a pending question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is there a question? 

(The last question and answer were read by the reporter 
as above set forth.) 

Mr. Shawe: Bead the question again to the witness 
please. 

(The last question was read bv the reporter as above set 
forth.) 

( t >. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you recall whether there was a 
motion made at that time? A. I think there had been 

10719 a motion made previous to him speaking at all. 

Q. TVlio made the motion prior to him speaking at 
all? A. I don't know the maker of the motion. It was the 
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one in response to Stanton’s suggestion that a chairman of 
the meeting be created. 

Q. Was a chairman appointed before the Mayor spoke 
the first time? A. That is my recollection. 

Q. Who introduced the Mayor to the meeting, if lie was 
introduced? A. The presiding officer. 

Q. Who was the presiding officer at that time? I believe 
it was Mr. Martin. 

Q. Well, then, was "Mr. Martin appointed chairman before 
the mayor spoke the first time? A. That is my recollection. 

Mr 1 . Moore: It seems to me, Mr. Examiner, he has an¬ 
swered the question, he has said as well as he could remem¬ 
ber— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Bead the question. 

(The reporter repeated the question as above set forth.) 

The Witness: I believe he was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Shawe: All right. 

107—0 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, was there any motion 

made after the Mayor spoke the first time and before 
he spoke the second time? 

Mr. Moore: That question has already been answered, 
Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Shawe: It has not, Mr. Examiner. He said there 
was a motion made before the Mayor spoke at all. Now I 
am asking him if there was any motion made after the 
Mayor spoke the first time and before he spoke the second 
time. 

Mr. Moore: I think he said he didn’t remember. 

Mr. Shawe: I don't think he did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why— 

The Witness: I don't recall whether it was made in the 
interval, between— 

Mr. Shawe: You don't recall whether what was made in 
the interval l 

The Witness: The motion that I think you are refer¬ 
ring to. 

Q. 1 (By Mr. Shawe) What motion do you think may 
have been made in the interval? A. T don’t think there was 

anv motion made in the interval. 

% 
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Q. Then you say that the motion was not made in 

10721 the interval? A. I don't think there was a motion 
made in the interval. 

Q. There was no motion made at all? A. I believe not. 

Q. Are vou sure of that? A. I believe not. 

Q. Well, I said, “Are you sure"? A. If I was sure I 
would give you a positive answer. 

Q. Then you aren't sure, is that correct? A. I said, “I 
believe not." 

( t ). Can't you answer my question? 

Mr. Shawe: Read it to him. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What did the Mayor say when he 
spoke the first time? 

Mr. Moore: That question has already been answered, 
Mr. Examiner, as well as he could remember what he said. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: I think he has told you. 

Q. ( By Mr. Shawe) Bid you tell us, then, what the Mayor 
said when he spoke on the second occasion? A. I don’t re¬ 
call any portion of what he spoke about on the second oc¬ 
casion. 

Q. You don't recall anything that he said? A. T do not. 
Q. T believe you said Mr. Heckman, is that correct, 

10722 spoke? A. Mr. Heckman did speak. 

Mr. Shawe: What was the last answer? 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last answer as 
above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Is that Mr. S. H. Heckman of the 
Penn Traffic? A, Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, I believe you mentioned someone else that spoke, 
what was his name, do you recall? A. Hi Andrews. 

Q. Who is he? A. A fellow that writes for the news¬ 
papers, locally. 

Q. Sir? A. He writes for one of the newspapers locally. 
(}. Is that his full name? A. It is the full name to the 
community. His name—legal name is Hiram G. 

10723 Andrews. 

Q. What does he do specifically, if you know? A. 
He writes for the newspaper. 

Q. The local newspaper? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How many local newspapers do you have here? 

Mr. Moore: Xow, may we have— 
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The "Witness: There is a — 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a minute. 

Mr. Moore: May we have—a newspaper— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What newspaper does Mr. An¬ 
drews write for? 

Mr. Moore: The question was how many. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Don't let's go through all of 
that. Do you know the name of the newspaper? 

The Witness: The Democrat. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q.s(By Mr. Shawe) The Johnstown Democrat? A. That 
is it. 

Q.'Is Mr. Andrews a native of Johnstown? A. I believe 
he was born in the State of Iowa. 

( t >. IIow lone: have you known Mr. Andrews? A. Oh, I 
met up with Andrews in about 1930. 

Q.iHad Mr. Andrews been in Johnstown prior to 1930? 
A. lie was here on an earlier occasion and then he left town 
! and came back. The time of departure and the time 

10724 of iiis return 1 am not familiar with. 

Q. Do you know how long he has been affiliated 
with the Johnstown Democrat? A. He has been affiliated 
with— 

Mir. Moore: Just a moment, do we mean affiliated? 

Mr. Shawe: Strike the question. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, I think I should object to all 
this line, I don't know what it is. If it is a memory test, all 
veryiwell, but it seems to me that if we are going to have 
memory tests we ought to have them about the present, what 
difference does it make how long Hi Andrews— 

Mr. Shawe: This isn't a memory test. Mr. Moore cov¬ 
ered this very thoroughly on his direct, and I would like to 
call your attention to the fact that this is cross-examination. 

Mr. Moore: I did not ask a thing about Hi Andrews and 
I don't think it is necessary to waste time, Mr. Examiner, as 
to whether what Mr. Shaw said is correct or not, but he 
said that Mr. Campbell stated that Hi Andrews spoke at 
that meeting. I did not cover that meeting, stating specifi¬ 
cally, that I thought it had been covered and therefore did 
not want to waste time asking questions. I have no 

10725 objection to any line of questioning, or any questions 
if they are pertinent. 
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Mr. Sliawe: As I understand Mr. Moore, does lie mean 
that T cannot go into what the speaker said at a particular 
meet ini: because Mr. Moore did not happen to ask the wit¬ 
ness a particular question ? Tie went into what other speak¬ 
ers said at these meetings, and I think I am entitled to know 
what the speaker said whom he did not go into. 

Mr. Moore: But I have not asked any question as to the 
antecedents of Hi Andrews, when he came to town and when 
lie left, whether he came back, what his job was or any¬ 
thing of the kind. 

Mr. Sliawe: Mr. Examiner, I would not have gone into 
that except for the fact that this witness stressed consider¬ 
ably the fact that he is a descendant of his grandfather and 
father. 

Mr. Moore: 'Well, most of us are. 

Mr. Sliawe: And his father— 

The Witness: Aren't you? 

Mr. Sliawe: I would just like to know what the witness 
means by that. 

Well, there seems to be some doubt as to a person born 
out of Johnstown: that there must be something wrong with 
him, and I want to find out. 

107’Jfi Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead: go 
ahead, Mr. Sliawe. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner. T was born outside of Johns¬ 
town. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, maybe you'd better not 
ask a Jolmstowner what he thinks of you then. 

Mr. Moore: I wanted to know whether T was descended 
from my grandfather. 

The Witness: We have accepted "Reverend Stanton and 
he was born outside of Johnstown. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think we will take judicial no¬ 
tice that everybody is descended from his grandfather. 

Mr. Sliawe: Thank you. 

The Witness: Including the attorney? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, what do you think, Mr. 
Campbell? 

The Witness: Well, T will let him answer. 

Mr. Sliawe: I will let you answer it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, let's go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Did you accept Hiram Andrews ? A. 
He has been. 
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Q. Do you know liow long Mr. Andrews lias been con¬ 
nected— 

Mr. Moore: llow do you spell the word ! 

Trial Examiner Bloom: A-e-c-e-p-t. 

M r. Sliawe: A-c-c-e-p-t. 

J0727 The Witness: Accept. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that what you under¬ 
stood counsel to say ? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: What do you mean? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the witness previously 
said, Mr. Moore, possibly you didn't hear it, he said, “We 
have accepted Mr. Stanton," and then counsel asked the 
following question, “Did you accept Mr. Andrews?” It 
follows along this colloquy that you have accepted him as a 
Johnstowner, is that the idea? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: What does he mean by “accept"? 

Mr. Sliawe: What did you mean? 

Mr. Moore: I thought the idea was except him as a 
man who was not born in Johnstown. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well now— 

The Witness: The Board attorney— 

Mr. Sliawe: Just a minute. 

The Witness: I understood the attorney to draw a line 
of demarcation between people that was born outside of 
Johnstown, that there was a resentment on the part of 
people that were native to Johnstown, and T said that Bov- 
erend Stanton, even though he was born outside of Johns¬ 
town, had been accepted by the community. 

10728 Trial Examiner Bloom: As a member in good 
standing? 

The Witness: That is fine. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Xow you mean the same thing with 
reference to Mr. Andrews? A. That’s right. 

(<>. Don't get me wrong, Mr. Campbell. A. And the same 
thing with Fred Thomas, if you please. 

Q. I haven't drawn any line of demarcation. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead now. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Do you know how long Mr. Andrews 
has been working for the Johnstown Democrat? A. My first 
knowledge of Hi Andrews, or first acquaintance with Hi 
Andrews, was in 1930 when he wrote a series of editorials 
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directed against me when I was making the light to retain 
our cog railway. 

Q. Was he an editorial writer? A. That is what he does, 
and he writes some stuff that is not editorials. 

Mr. Moore: May it be understood, Mr. Examiner, that 
1 have an objection to all this line of testimony as being ir¬ 
relevant. incompetent and immaterial? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The exception may be noted. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) What stuff does he write that isn't 
editorials? A. Oh, a round-table. 

10729 Q. Does he write 44 The Round Table”? A. That is 
my information. 

Q. What is 44 The Round Table"? A. Well, it just seems 
to be a free-for-all where anybody in the community that he 
wants to put on the pan be does it. T think your name is on 
the list. 

Q. How about your name? A. Oh, it lias been on many 
times. 

Q. Yes. Is Mr. Moore on the list, too? A. I will try and 
see that he is. 

Q. How about Mr. Bloom, is be on the list? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, no, please, please. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Xow were you present at the meet¬ 
ing when Mr. Andrews spoke at the Elks Hall: by present 
I mean in the room? A. I was in for part of Andrews, I 
remember him stating what he had done to assist the miners 
in their early days of organization. 

Q. What did be say about that? A. That he had stood 
by them when it was almost impossible for a person that 
was not a resident of a mining community, had trouble to 
get through the lines and get into the community, that there 
were barriers sot up to exclude outsiders entirely. 

Q. Did he say anything else that you recall? A. I 

10730 think that is pretty close to the statement in regards 
to the miners. 

0. Did he say anything else with reference to the strike 
that developed here in June? 

Mr. Moore: He hasn't yet said anything about the strike. 

Mr. Sliawe: T am asking him if lie did say anything. 

Mr. Moore: But you say “did he say anything else about 
the strike.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase the question. 

Mr. Sliawe: Strike the last question. 
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Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Did he say anything with reference 
to the strike among the employees of the Cambria Plant of 
the "Bethlehem Steel Company held here last June? A. lie 
stated that it was called in bad faith and was ill advised and 
certainly was directed against the community, because it 
wouldibe possible for the other plants of Bethlehem that had 
similar facilities to the Johnstown Plant to manufacture 
orders that were not capable to manufacture during the 
period that the plant would he curtailed in operation for 
the duration of the strike. 

Q. Had the Citizens' Committee been organized at the 
time Mr. Andrews spoke? 

Mr. 1 Moore: T think we ought to have. Mr. Examiner, a 
little bit of explanation as to what the question means. 

Mr. Sliawe: I mean had a chairman been elected 

10731 and was he presiding over the meeting at that time? 

The "Witness: He was. 

Q. (IBy Mr. Sliawe) Did Mr. Martin introduce Mr. An¬ 
drews to the meeting? A. Tie is a man that doesn't require 
any i nit reduction, he is pretty well known. He called on him 
for some remarks. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean Mr. Martin did? 

The "Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) What did he say, do you remember, 
when he called on him? A. I believe he said, “Hi, will you 
give us a few remarks?" And Hi— 

Q. All right, what did Hi say? A. Well, with his pipe 
hanging out the corner of his mouth he said, “Well—” 
and then he starts off. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We will take a brief recess. 

(Thereupon a short recess was taken.) 

10732 Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Was that the complete answer? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Tlie Witness: Yes. Then he followed in here with his 
work about the miners, and subsequently followed through 
with his other remarks. 

Q. (By Mr. Ska we) The remarks that you gave us pre¬ 
viously? A. That’s right. 
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Mr. Moore: May I have some time to get— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, Mr. Shawe. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you recall whether Mr. Andrews 
said anything else at that meeting other than what you have 
already told us? A. That is about the extent of what I have 
remembered. 

Q. Xow, I believe you have given us, have you not, all 
the names of the people, all the names of the speakers that 
spoke at that meeting, Monday night, June 14th? A. I 
wouldn't say that I have given them, all that T recall. 

Q. All that you recall? A. Yes. 

10733 Q. Xow, let's take all the persons that you have 
given us that spoke at that meeting? A. I beg par¬ 
don, did I mention Mr. Evans in this list? 

Q. Xo, you did not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Sidney D. Evans? A. Yes, his 
name should he added to that. 

Q. And I believe you already told us what he said? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Xow, let's take the first person that spoke at that meet¬ 
ing, the Reverend Stanton: do you know whether or not 
Reverend Stanton signed the paper which you passed 
around? A. Tie had left. 

Mr. Moore: Just a moment. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment. 

Mr. Moore: The list is in evidence, the best evidence 
rule requires you to look to that for the answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I will show you Respondents' Ex¬ 
hibit 130 in evidence, and I will ask you to tell us now 
whether Reverend Stanton signed? 

Mr. Moore: Isn’t the question, Mr. Examiner, just as 
objectionable? Would the saying that he did sign make 
it any different? The list is there, we can read it. 

10734 Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I will call your atten¬ 
tion to the fact that this is a copy. 

The Witness: To clarify the thing. Reverend Stanton 
had left, I think, before this work was done. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) And you say that Reverend Stan 
ton did not sign the list that was passed around at the 
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Elks Ilall? A. He was not present at the time the list was 
passed. 

Q. Well, just a minute, then did Reverend Stanton sign 
the list that was passed around at the PI Iks Hall on Monday 
night, June 14th ? 

Mr. 1 Moore: May I have an objection to that, three times. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I think I am entitled to an 
answer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think counsel is entitled to an 
answer, he may answer. 

The Witness: lie did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I believe you said that the next per¬ 
son that you spoke, or that spoke, that you remember, was 
Mr. Martin: I believe he was elected chairman immediately 
after that: did Mr. Francis C. Martin sign the list that was 
passed around the Elks Hall on Monday night, June 14th? 

A. He did not. 

10735 Q. He did not? A. 1 testified to that. 

( t ). I believe you stated that Mayor Shields spoke: 
did Mayor Shields sign the list that was passed around at 
the PJks Hall on Monday night, June 14th? A. He did not. 

<,>. I believe you testified that Mr. Hiram G. Andrews 
spoke at the Elks Hall on Monday night, June 14th; did he 
sign the list that was passed around? A. I believe An¬ 
drews is one of the men that left before the meeting was 
over. 

Q. Then did Mr. Andrews sign the list? 

ME Moore: I think, Mr. Examiner, I have an objection 
noted to all this line of questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you care to have an objection 
noted it may be so noted. 

Mr. Moore: 1 don't see what difference it would make, 

ves or no. 

* 

The Witness: Yes, he did sign the list. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Then do you still state that he left 
before? A. Xo. I said that I believe that he had left. 

Q. You don't know? A. T don't know just the time of his 
departure. 

Q. Why do you believe that he left? A. I don't re- 

10736 call him there at the end of the meeting. 

Q. Then he did sign the list that was passed 
around? A. That's correct. 
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Q. Xow, I believe you stated that a Mr. Aldrich spoke; 
did lie sign the list that was passed around on Monday night, 
June 14th? A. lie has not. 

Q. You are sure of that ? A. TIis name does not appear. 

Q. I said, are you sure of that? A. Well, all I am sure of 
is my own records. 

Q. Well, are your records correct? A. I have reasons 
to assume that they are. 

Q. Why do you have reasons to assume that they are 
correct ? A. Why, that 1 passed the papers out on the right 
hand side of the audience and went over to the left-hand 
side to collect them. 

Q. Then, if they did not sign the papers that was passed 
around, why, their names would not appear on Respond¬ 
ents' Exhibit 130 in evidence, is that correct? A. That's 
correct. 

Q. You are sure of that, aren't you? A. Well, if they 
didn't sign it, it certainly wouldn't appear. 

10737 Q. Well, you are sure that the names that appear on 
Respondents' Exhibit 130, are the same as those 

that were signed on the night of Monday, on Monday night, 
June 14th? A. It is the same that was on the slips when 
they were taken out of my possession by the Senate Civil 
Liberties Committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do I understand by that, then, 
Mr. Campbell, that Respondents' Exhibit 130 contains all 
of the names? 

The Witness: It is a facsimile of my list. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You don't mean facsimile, cer¬ 
tainly? 

The Witness: Well, it is— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean— 

The Witness: A duplicate of my list. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In other words, all of the names 
appearing on Respondents' Exhibit 130 appear also on the 
lists, I think you said there were four or five? 

The Witness: Sheets. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sheets of paper that were de¬ 
livered by you to the Civil Liberties Committee? 

The Witness: That’s correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And that the list delivered by 
vou to the Civil Liberties Committee contains no 

10738 names tliat do not appear on— 
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The Witness: That's con vet. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —Respondents' Exhibit 130. 
The Witness: That's correct. 

Q. ( By Mr. Sliawe) You are positive of that fact? A. 
Just as positive as I can he. 

10730 ! Q. I show you Respondents' Exhibit 130 which you 
say is identical with the list that was turned over to 
the Senate Civil Liberties Committee, and ask you if Mr. 
Sidney D. Evans signed it? A. He did not. 

Q. You are sure of that? A. Yes. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, if T may interrupt just a 
minute, I am not sure that your question is quite what you 
mean. May we have it read ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly, read that question. 
Mr. Moore: This list was introduced as being the list of 
those who had signed at the meeting on Monday, June 14th 
at the Elks Club meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don't think so, this list was 
introduced in evidence as an exact copy of the list of names 
delivered by this witness to the Senate Civil Liberties Com¬ 
mittee. 

Mr. Moore: Ob, no. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I beg your pardon, Mr. Moore, 
1 will show you in the record where this man so stated. 

Air. Moore: You have said a list of all names, I don't 
know anything about any other names. 

10740 Trial Examiner Bloom: That is what T want to 
1 find out from the witness. The record is clear. Xow 
if it is not the fact let's find out about it. 

Mr. Moore: But you remember that the witness said 
that he passed out four or five slips of paper. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is correct. 

Mr: Moore: And he then went around and collected the 
papers and that this list shows the names of those who 
signed at the meeting on Monday evening, June 14th, and 
that is all it purports to be. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And it also shows the aggregate 

of the names on the papers ns turned over to the Senate 

Civil Liberties Committee, that is the wav the testimonv 

• • 

reads. Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore: T don't think so. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let's find out. 
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Mr. Moore: I certainly did not ask any questions that 
elicited any statement lik«* that, I was not referring to any 
other statement than those that— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let's find out. 

Mr. Moore: I want to find out. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T know we all do, now let's get 
it. Does anyone have the page number? 

Mr. Shawe: I think I do. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T think it was on your 

10741 direct examination yesterday morning, Mr. Moore, do 
you recall ? 

Mr. Moore: I am not sure whether it was vesterdav 

• *> 

morning or not. 

The Witness: I think it was the day before, the after¬ 
noon. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It was the day before, the 23rd, 
because it was the day before that you brought back the 
photostat and suggested that I forward it to the secretary 
of the committee, which I did. 

Mr. Moore: I think it was in the forenoon. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That would be Wednesday. 

Mr. Moore: Forenoon of Wednesday. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, because I remember I for¬ 
warded it. 

Mr. Shawe: Page 14,263, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well now, let's see what it says. 

Mr. Moore: The exhibit itself, right on the face of it, 
shows what it is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But there was testimony also, 
because this exhibit went in because the papers furnished 
to the Senate Civil Liberties Committee could not be ob¬ 
tained. 

Mr. Moore: But the papers were the five sheets. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The five sheets. 

10742 Mr. Moore: That's right, and this only purports 
to give the names on the five sheets. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s correct. 

Mr. Moore: Well then, we are talking at cross purposes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I think we are saying the 
same thing. 

Mr. Moore: But your question said all the names that 
he furnished to the Civil Liberties Committee. I know noth¬ 
ing about those. 


5382 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, here is wliat I want to find 
out, and I assume that yen have the same thing in mind 
that I 1 have, that the list, that all of the names appearing 
on the four or five sheets, whatever it was, I think the phrase 
you uied the other day was, “the aggregate”. 

Mr. Moore: That's right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —of all the names appearing on 
the four or five lists— 

Mr. Moore: That's right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —are the names as they appear 
on this sheet of paper, which is Respondents' Exhibit 130. 
Mr. Moore: That's right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xow is that correct, Mr. Camp¬ 
bell, I think you probably— 

Mr. Moore: I was pointing out your question, you 

10743 asked him a question whether this list showed the 
names of all the persons or included all the names 

that were given bv him to the— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I did not mean given by him, 
T will simply— 

Mr. Moore: —to the committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will rephrase it this way: Mr. 
Campbell, as I understood vour testimonv. when Mr. Moore 
was questioning you, you delivered to the Senate Civil Lib¬ 
erties Committee four or five sheets of paper containing 
name's of the persons who signed at the Elks Club meeting, 
is that correct? 

The Witness: That's correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xow did that list contain the 
names of any persons who did not sign? I will state it 
negatively first, who did not sign at the Elks Club meeting? 
The Witness: They did not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did Respondents’ Exhibit 130 
which was made by you, as I understand it, at the time, or 
shortly prior to the time, that you delivered the four or five 
sheets of paper to the Senate Civil Liberties Corn- 

10744 mittee contain all of the names that appear on the 
four or five sheets of paper? 

The Witness: I think that is correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well now, is it or isn't it? 

The Witness: It is correct to the best of my knowledge. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Xow that I think— 
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Mr. Moore: That is perfectly clear. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : That is what you had in mind? 

Mr. Moore: That is as I understood it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: So there is no misunderstanding, there 
were some additional names turned over to the Senate Civil 
Liberties Committee that are separate and distinct from 
the names that were obtained at the Elks Club on the eve¬ 
ning of June 14th. The purpose of those names, and there 
may be some duplicates, was to ascertain from certain in¬ 
dividuals if they would permit the use of their names pub¬ 
licly in connection with statements or advertising or what 
not. Xow those names do not appear on this list here, they 
were obtained at a later date. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do they appear on the list of 
the four or live sheets of paper? 

The Witness: Xo, they did not, that is separate, so that 
there is no confusion. 

Mr. Moore: That is exactly what I was trying to 

10745 eliminate. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is what I wanted to 
make very sure of. 

Mr. Moore: You will remember that Mr. Martin testified 
that there were some names handed in to him, and I did not 
want the record to show that those names were on this list, 
because we have not asked any questions about those. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You say Mr. Martin testified? 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Martin testified that there were some 
names handed in to him, T think he said something like sev¬ 
enteen or eighteen names, perhaps, handed in to him by 
people who desired to have it understood that they were 
definitely members of the Citizens’ Committee, or something 
to that effect, and that he turned those, that list, over to 
Mr. Campbell. I have not seen the list. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was done with that list 
that Mr. Martin referred to? 

The Witness: If it is the same that I am referring to, 
that was turned over to the Senate, I think Mr. Carl Geis— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Those names would not ap¬ 
pear— 

The Witness: Not on this. 

10746 Trial Examiner Bloom: On this exhibit? 
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The Witness: Or on the stationery oi* the Elks Club. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 see. 

Mr. Moore: Well, but I don't know that that is quite right, 
he said there might be some duplication, I mean it might 
be— 

The Witness: They would appear twice at the Senate, 
and only once here. 

Mr. Moore: That’s right, that is what I am trying to 
get at. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Some person that signed here 
might have also given their names to Mr. Martin, so they 
would appear on two lists? 

Mr. Moore: Right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

10747 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Campbell, as I under¬ 
stand you, there were two lists, then, that were 

turned over to the Senate Civil Liberties Committee, is that 
correct ? A. That is correct. 

Q. And both lists were signed on paper which was secured 
from the Elks Home? A. Xo, I didn’t say that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo. The witness didn’t say 
that. 

The Witness: I said the second list was obtained bv— 
was obtained at a later date. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, was it on the same kind of 
paper? A. I cannot say that. I didn’t secure those sig- 
natu res. 

Mr. Moore: Would you give me two minutes, please, Mr. 
Examiner ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was the last question and 
answer ? 

(The reporter read the last question and answer as above 
set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Xow, do you recall the Tliurs- 

10748 dav night meeting at the Central High School? A. 
I do. 
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Q. Who spoke at the Thursday night meeting at the 
Central High School? 

Mr. Moore: Now, again, Mr. Examiner, do we mean by 
‘‘spoke’, “address’’? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean, “address the meet¬ 
ing,” Mr. Shawe? 

Mr. Shawe: “Address the meeting,” yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, strike the question, please, and I will 
put a new one. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) At the Central High School, I believe 
there is a stage in the auditorium, is that correct? A. Yes, 

sir. 

Q. Were there certain people seated on the stage? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. And was the meeting presided over by anybody? A. 
By the chairman. 

Q. Mr. Francis C. Martin? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was anybody else seated on the stage with Mr. Mar¬ 
tin ? A. Yes, sii-. There were several people. 

Q. Who were the people, or who were seated on the stage 
at the Central High School meeting? A. Represen- 
10749 tative Hoffman. 

Q. Representative Clare Hoffman? A. I believe 
the name is Clare. 

Q. What is he a representative of ? A. To the Congress 
of the United States. 

Q. Was he seated on the stage ? A. He was on the stage, 
yes, sir. 

Q. Who else was on the stage, if you recall? A. Frank 
Geis. Mayor Shields. Andrews. 

Q. Was that Mi-. Hiram Andrews? A. Hi Andrews. Dr. 
Nicely. There could have been several other people on the 
stage. 

Q. You don’t recall the names of any others? A. T be¬ 
lieve Stanton was on and off of the stage at different times. 

Q. Do you recall any one else? A. At the moment, I do 
not. 

Q. Were you on the stage? A. No, sir. 

Q. Who was the first speaker of the evening? A. I don’t 
know the sequence that— 
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Mr: Moore: May we have that, please, complete, so that 
we can— 

Mr. Shawe: Strike the question. 

10750 Mr. Moore: Will you go back, Mr. Reporter, 
please, and give us the list of the names. 

(The reporter read the list of names.) 

Mr. Moore: lie said Martin presided, so I suppose that 
also means he was on the stage. 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moore: All right, thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you recall just how they were 
seated on the stage ? A. I do not. 

Q. Did Mayor Shields address at the meeting? A. He 
did. 

Q. Do you recall anything that Mayor Shields said on 
that occasion? A. He reiterated his statement that he was 
going to maintain law and order impartially, and he made 
the announcement that the strike was over, that the men 
were returning to work. 

Q. Do you recall anything else that he said? A. I do not. 

Q. Were you present during the entire meeting? A. In 
and out of the building. 

Qj Did Mr. Carl Geis address the meeting? A. I don't 
believe lie did. I believe you mean Frank Geis. 

10751 Q. I am sorry, was it Frank Geis that was seated 
on the stage ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did he address the meeting? A. Well, I don't know 
whether you would term it “address.'' 

Q. Well, did he speak? A. He made a few remarks and 
offered a resolution. 

Q. Well, do you recall what he said? A. I do not. 

QJ You do not recall anything that he said ? A. T do not. 

QJ I think you said Reverend Xicelv was seated on the 
stag*?. Did he address the meeting, or speak to the gather¬ 
ing? A. He made a report of the committee's conference 
with Dave Watkins. 

Q. Do you recall what he said? A. In substance, that the 
conference had been unsatisfactory, and lie moved the dis¬ 
charge of the committee. 
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Q. Do you recall anything that he said with reference 
to the conference? A. Other than the purpose of his state¬ 
ment. 

Q. I believe you said that Mr. Hi Andrews was seated on 
the stage. Did he address the meeting? A. He did. 

10752 Q. Do you recall anything that he said? A. It 
was very much in substance what he had said at the 

Elks Home. 

Q. Tell us what he said as best you can, on Thursday 
night. A. Well, in his usual characteristic manner he 
strolls out and starts off about what he had—his relation¬ 
ship with organized labor in years previous, and he starts 
in about the strike in Johnstown being a directed strike 
against the Johnstown Plant. It was verv much the 
resume— 

Q. Well, tell us what he said. A. Well, I am telling you 
as I recall. 

Q. You say 44 It was very much a resume.” What do you 
mean by that? A. Well, I am giving you, first, that he had 
not been unfriendly to organized labor, and in substance he 
was disappointed with what they were doing in Johnstown. 

Q. Do you recall that he said anything else? A. 

10753 Oh, he certainly said something else, but I don't re¬ 
call it. 

Q. Do you recall at the Monday night meeting at the 
Elks Hall, when Mr. Andrews spoke? I believe you said 
you remembered him speaking at that meeting? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Do you recall whether or not Mr. Andrews said at the 
meeting at the Elks Hall that the Citizens' Committee was 
being organized to break the strike ? A. I do not. 

Q. Now, do you recall that at the Thursday night meet¬ 
ing, when Mr. Andrews addressed the Central High School 
meeting, whether Mr. Andrews said that the Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee was organized to break the strike ? A. I do not. 

Q. Do you recall ever having heard or read a statement 
that Mr. Andrews made orally or in writing that, “There 
hasn't been very much testimony concerning the fact that 
the Citizens’ Committee was organized for the pur- 

10754 pose of breaking the strike and for no other purpose. 
Bethlehem's Mr. Evans was never under any mis¬ 
apprehension as to the purpose for which the committee 
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was formed. That there were at least some members of the 
committee who knew what they were about, must be taken 
for granted. The job on hand from the Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee standpoint was the breaking of the strike and the 
resumption of work in the mills. 

“The academic members of the committee did the talking 
about the constitutional right of men to work. However, 
that right didn’t amount to two hoots in Hades unless the 
strike was broken.” A. You don’t infer that T am an 
academic member, do you ? 

Q. Xo, sir. 

Mr. Sliawe: Read the question, please, very slowly, Mr. 
Reporter. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, that question was the second 
question asked before I had an opportunty to make an ob¬ 
jection. I object to that question, on the ground that there 
is no basis laid in the testimony whatever. A man can’t 
recall something that wasn’t said. 

Mr. Sliawe: Well, Mr. Examiner— 

Mr. Moore: And if he wants to inquire whether 
10755 anything of that sort was said, all very well. The 
question is, “Do you recall”? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the first part of that ques¬ 
tion. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Moore: The question that he asked is, “Do you 
recall.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that again. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is it your point, Mr. Moore, 
that the question should read, “Did you ever hear that?” 

Mr. Moore: Xo, I mean the question is, “Did Mr. 
Andrews say that at the meeting?” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, no, I didn’t so understand 
it, at the meeting. 
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Mr. Shawe: Xo ? sir. Read the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think you said. “Did you 
ever.’’ 

Mr. Shawe: That is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If I am not mistaken, “Did you 
ever read"—the first part, I guess. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

10756 Mr. Moore: You see, that requires that he 
made it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, “Did you ever"—“do you 
recall ever having heard.’’ 

Mr. Moore: Well, “that he made it.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: Well, that implies that he did make it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo. 

Mr. Shawe: Xo. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: “Do you ever recall or ever 
heard that he made?” 

Mr. Moore: I don’t understand, now—may we have the 
forepart of that again? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Moore: “A statement that he made." 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, do you recall ever 

having heard that Mr. Andrews—or a statement attributed 

to Mr. Andrews—that would take the curse off of it—by 

anvone. 

* 

Mr. Moore: Well, isn’t it that, “Do you recall ever hav¬ 
ing heard that Mr. Andrews made the following state¬ 
ment ?’’ 

Mr. Shawe: Read my question again, Mr. Examiner. I 
think my question is perfectly clear. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you read it now. 

10757 (The reporter repeated the last question as above 
set forth.) 

Mr. Shawe: Read it slowly. 

Mr. Moore: Xow, that means a statement which he 
made, you see? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, rephrase it. 

Mr. Sliawe: All right. 

Qj (By Mr. Sliawe) Do you recall ever having heard or 
read a statement by Mr. Andrews that— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, no. 

Mr. Moore: That does not help it any. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right;, “do you know 
whether Mr. Andrews ever made the following statement." 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Do you know— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Either verbally or in writing? 
Put it that way. 

Mr. Sliawe: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Whether Mr. Andrews made the 
following statement— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: “Ever made the following 
statement"? 

Mr. Sliawe: Strike the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Do you know whether Mr. Andrews 
ever made the following statement, either verbally or in 
writing? 

10758 Mr. Moore: If I may break in. to save time— 
Mr. Sliawe: Mr. Examiner, let me finish my ques¬ 
tion. 

Mr. Moore: It is no use to finish, go ahead and do the 
same thing. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, I think that the record should be 
clear— 

10759 Mr. Moore: “Do you know that John Jones has 
stopped beating his wife”. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I submit I am entitled to 
finish my question before Mr. Moore interrupts me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead and finish it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know whether Mr. Hiram 
Andrews ever made, either orally or in writing, the follow¬ 
ing statement: “There lias not been very much testimony 
concerning the fact the Citizens ? Committee was organized 
for the purpose of breaking the strike and for no other pur¬ 
pose. Bethlehem’s Mr. Evans was never under any mis¬ 
apprehension as to the actual purposes for which the com¬ 
mittee was formed. That there were at least some members 
of the Committee who knew what they were about, must be 
taken for granted. The job on hand from the Citizens’ 
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Committee's standpoint was the breaking of the strike 
and the resumption of work in the mills. The academic 
members of the Committee did the talking about the con¬ 
stitutional rights of men to work. However, that right 
didn't amount to two hoots in Hades unless the strike was 
broken.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xow read the first part of the 
question. Don't read the quotation. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the question.) 

10760 Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

A. I don't know definitely, and I never heard of it 
previous to today. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) I hand you what purports to be a 
copy of the Johnstown Democrat dated Thursday morning, 
February 24th, 1938, and direct your attention to page 4. 
the last column on page 4—and ask you if that refreshes 
your memory? 

Mr. Moore: Well now, just a minute. 

The Witness: Tt certainly does not refresh my memory. 

Mr. Moore: Wait a minute, please. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wait a minute. 

Mr. Moore: What is to be served by this? Is this paper 
being put into evidence? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, apparently not. 

Mr. Shawe: I have a right to— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well now, wait a minute. 

Mr. Shawe: —show the witness a paper to refresh his 
memory. 

Mr. Moore: What is the implication? That the witness 
is not telling the truth? Or that he didn't read the 

10761 paper? 

Mr. Shawe: Read the witness' last statement, Mr. 
Reporter. 

(The reporter repeated the last statement of the wit¬ 
ness.) 

Mr. Moore: Well, that should go out. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That goes out. Xow read the 
previous answer of the witness. 

(The reporter repeated the second last statement of the 
witness.) 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: 'What do you mean by ‘‘you 
don't know definitely"? 

The 'Witness: The first that I have any knowledge of it 
is Mr. Attorney here reading, and from his position 1 as¬ 
sumed that it was the Johnstown Democrat by the layout of 
the body. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: "What do you mean, “the layout 
of the body"? 

The 'Witness: Well, there is a characteristic here, that 
a native Jolmstowner knows at any distance they can see 
the paper, whether it is—the paper is constructed by the 
Johnstown—or published by the Johnstown Democrat. 

Mr. Shawe: May I have this marked for identification, 
please ? 

10762 (Thereupon the document above referred to was 
marked Board's Exhibit Xo. 287 for Identification.) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I show you Board's Exhibit 287 for 
identification and ask you if you have ever seen a copy of 
that before? A. I saw one over on the table, yesterday, 
and I assume it was yesterday's paper. I didn't look at 
the date line of it. 

Q. Do you ever read the Johnstown Democrat ? A. You 
say “do I?” 

Q. Yes, sir. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you read the Johnstown Democrat vesterdav? 

^ • • • 

Mr. Moore: What do you mean by “reading" Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, please? 

Mr. Shawe: Well, Mr. Examiner, I think that is a 
ridiculous objection. 

Mr. Moore: Well, if I am asked whether I have read a 
book, and I say “Yes, I have," you have a fair right, Mr. 
Examiner, to understand that I have read the book from 
cover to cover, or I am stating that I have gotten out of 
it all there is in it. Xow to sav— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, we did the same thing with 
Mr. Stanton. He started off by saying that he was a very 
i thorough reader, that he didn't read the comments, 

10763 the classified ads, the sports and a few other things. 

Mr. Moore: I asked him the extent to which he— 
those statements were made in response to my questions. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Thai is correct. I think your 
objection is a perfectly fair objection, because if you say 
“Does he read it,” what do you mean by 4 ’read it !" What 
part of it does he read? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you recall when the Labor Board 
hearing was held at Franklin Boro? A. I do. 

Q. Did you read any statements that appeared in the 
Johnstown Democrat with reference to the hearing? A. 
Some of them. 

Q. Do vou get the Johnstown Democrat at vour office? 
A. I do. 

Q. Every day? A. I recall days that it lias been missed. 
Q. Well, are you a subscriber to the Johnstown Demo¬ 
crat? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Are you a present subscriber to the Johnstown Dem¬ 
ocrat ? A. The office is. 

Q. Do you read the Democrat every day ? A. T do not. 
Q. Are there some days that you do not look at it 

10764 at all? A. Three or four days at a time. 

Q. Well, when you do read it, do you read it very 
thoroughly? A. Xot completely. 

Q. Just what part of the Johnstown Democrat do you 
read ? A. The headlines. 

Mr. Moore: Well now, when? Today, or yesterday? 

Mr. Shawe: When he reads it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, tell us how you read 
the paper. 

The Witness: I spend about five or ten minutes going 
over the headlines and don't read the copy unless it is some¬ 
thing of extreme importance indicated in the headlines. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you ever read the editorial page? 
A. Sometimes. Parts of it. 

Q. Do you recall whether you read the editorial page of 
the Johnstown Democrat February 24th? 

Mr. Moore: Xow does that mean, Mr. Examiner, please— 
The Witness: Will you tell me which day that is? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yesterday. 

Mr. Moore: May I just ask a question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

10765 Mr. Moore: Does he mean, did he read the entire 
editorial page yesterday? He asked if he read the 

editorial page on the 24th. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you read anvthing on tlic 
editorial page yesterday.' 

The Witness: I did not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Have von road anvthimr on ves- 
terday V editorial page, being the editorial pasre of the paper 
of Thursday. February 24th, since yesterday.’ 

The Witness: I read one or two items. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Which items? 

The Witness: In the lower left-hand corner. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Left-hand corner of what? A. Of 
the editorial pasre. I think is what we are speaking of. 

0. When did you read the lower left-hand column? A. 
While I was waiting for— 

Q. Page 4. A. —this meeting to get under way. 

Q. When was that ? A. This morning. 

Q. Is that the lower left-hand column under the— A. 
Xo, no, the lower— 

Q. “Round table?" A. The lower left-hand column. 

Mr. Moore: Oh, God. 

10766 Mr. Shawe: Strike that, I am sorry. 

The Witness: Down here (indicating). 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Indicating left-hand column, the 
first column on the page. 

The Witness: The first column. 

0. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you read anything in that col¬ 
umn— A. I did not. 

Q. —called “Round Table"? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wait until he finishes the ques¬ 
tion. Read the question, and then answer it. 

(The question was read by the reporter as follows: 

“Q. Did you read anything in that column called the 
‘Round Table'?) 

ill*. Moore: May the record show, please, Mr. Examiner, 
where that column is, on the so-called editorial page? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly, the “Round Table” 
appears at the extreme right. There are— 

The Witness: Column 8. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Column 8, 1 think the witness is 
correct. 

The Witness: Right here. This is double column here, it 
is ordinarily one, two, three, four, five, six, seven, eight (in- 
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dieating). You could take it six, because he runs a double 
column, here (indicating). 

10767 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, at any rate I don't 
know, it is hard to tell from the make-up of the page, 

whether it is seven or eight or six, but at any rate is is the 
extreme right-hand column and it is labeled “Round Table*’ 
and runs the entire length of the page. For further pur¬ 
poses of identification, directly above the words “Round 
Table" appear “February 24, 1938.” 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, I direct your attention to the 
last column—the last column, right-hand column, on the 
right-hand side of the page, called “The Round Table”, 
and ask you to read the “The Round Table" now, if you 
will, please? 

Mr. Moore: Well, may I ask the purpose, please, before 
the witness begins to read it ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom : What was that question ? Read it. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the question as above 
set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, Mr. Moore, you have some¬ 
thing to say? 

Mr. Moore: My question was, what is the purpose of ask¬ 
ing the witness to read this entire column headed, “Round 
Table”. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, Mr. Shawe, the witness 
has told us certain things about what he knows about 

10768 this. What is the purpose, as Mr. Moore asks— 

Mr. Shawe: Well— ‘ 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is this trying to qualify this, or 
what ? 

Mr. Shawe: Maybe it might refresh his memory. 

Mr. Moore: How can it refresh his memory? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He said he didn't read it. 

Mr. Shawe: 1 think he can't say he didn't read it, until he 
looks at it. 

The Witness: I did testify that I did not read it, sir. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, as 1 understand it. the documents 
marked for identification are to remain with the reporter? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. You are not of¬ 
fering it? 
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Mr. Shawe: Not at this time, nr, sir. I don't think it has 
been properly qualified. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Xow I believe you told us, Mr. ramp- 
bell, that Representative Clare Hoffman addressed the 
meeting Thursday night. That address has not been com¬ 
pletely told in the record. I wish you would tell us— A. 
I can't. 

10769 Q. —what you— A. 1 can't tell you the address. 

Q. —to the best of your recollection: 7 A. I can't 

tell vou the address of Clare Hoffman. 

% 

Q. You don't remember anything that he said? A. Very, 
very little of it, that I hear, let alone remember it. 

Q. Well— A. I wasn't in sympathy with it, and was on 
the outside during the delivery of the most of it. 

< L >. Do you recall whether Representative Clare Hoffman 
said, at the time lie addressed the meeting at the Central 
High 1 School, the following: “We should have a man—" 
Mr. Moore: May 1 ask, please, Mr. Examiner 7 
Q. (By Mr. Shawe) —of such calibre— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a minute, just a minute. 
Mr. Moore: May 1 ask from what the counsel is reading, 
so that I might— 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I submit that Mr. Moore 

read from a book vesterdav on direct examination and I 

* % 

didn't even object to it. I submit on cross-examination I 
have a right to read from— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It doesn't make any difference 
what you are reading from, 1 assume you can ask the wit¬ 
ness ([ ues ti oils. 

10770 Mr. Shawe: Let the record show that 1 am read¬ 
ing from Friday morning issue of the Johnstown 

Democrat, June IS, 1937, the last page, second column. 

Mr. Moore: Now, will you give me just a minute, please? 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. Did you get that 
date, Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: June 18th, I understand. What page and 
column, please, Mr. Shawe? 

Mr. Shawe: The last page, Mr. Moore, if I may, without 
violating the rule, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, yes. 

Mr. Rose: Next to the wide column. 

Mr. Shawe: I will be glad to point it out to you, Mr. 
Moore. 
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Mr. Moore: This column here (indicating). 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: Thank you. 

Mr. Shawe: Strike my last question, please. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you recall whether Representa¬ 
tive Clare Hoffman, in addressing the meeting at the Cen¬ 
tral High School on June 17th said in words or substance 
that: “We should have a man of such calibre as Dan 
Shields in the White House*’? A. I don't recall it. 

10771 I have heard it from various people who was at the 
meeting. 

Q. Well, that is not my question. 

Mr. Shawe: Please read my question. 

The Witness: Well, I said 1 do not recall. But I have 
heard it from various people that were at the meeting. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) That Representative (dare Hoffman 
did make that statement? A. A statement in substance. 

Q. Like the one I just read you? A. Yes. 

Q. Who told you that? A. I think Ralph Bashore is the 
first person that brought the thing to my attention during 
the conference on Friday afternoon. Then Geis, after the 
meeting, went on to say about Hoffman's having mentioned 
that thing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Which Geis, please? 

The Witness: Frank. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) After what meeting? A. After the 
conference with Ralph Bashore. 

Q. That conference that you had with Ralph Bashore, 
when Mr. Bashore asked and pointed his fingers, as you 
have described, and asked the men if they would 

10772 vote for Mr. Shields for President, was after the 
time that Clare Hoffman had addressed the meeting, 

is that correct? 

Mr. Moore: Excuse me, Mr. Examiner. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: I don't think he said anything like that, 
did he? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 
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Mr. Moore: Just a minute, please, I would like to see 
the record. I would like t * see where—my memory is not 
in accord with that—lie said any such thing as that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That who never said? 

Mr. 1 Moore: Mr. Examiner, Mr. Campbell in his direct 
testimony—I don't remember as he said that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think he did. Find that, 
please. 

Mr. Moore: Xo, but I think he was talking about another 
matter. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off* the record.) 

10773 Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Xow, I believe you told us 
about a conference with Mr. Bashore. A. That's right. 

Q. That you and other members of the Citizens 7 Com¬ 
mittee had with Mr. Bashore? A. That's correct. 

Q. When did that conference take place? A. Friday 
afternoon. 

Q. What date, do you recall? A. 1 believe the 18th. 

Q. June 18th? A. Yes. 

Q. What date did "Representative Clare Hoffman address 
the meeting at the Central High School? A. The 17th. 

Q. June 17th? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you recall Mr. Bashore, I believe you described, as 
pointing his finger ? A. That's right. 

Q. What did he say when he pointed his finger ? A. When 
he pointed to me, he said, “Would you vote for Mayor 
Shields for Governor t” 

10774 Q. What did you say? A. I told him that I was 
not interested in politics. 

Q. All right, when he pointed his finger at the other mem¬ 
bers of the committee, what did they say? A. It was a sim¬ 
ilar interrogation and Father Hebron answered that he 
not only thought that lie would make a good Governor but 
he thought that he'd make a good President. 

Q. Do you recall, did Mr. Bashore ask any of the mem¬ 
bers who were present at that conference or meeting if they 
would vote for Mayor Shields for President? A. The 
words could have been used, but the question directed to 
me was a matter of the Governor. 
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Q. Well, did he direct the question to any other members 
who were present at tin., meeting, if they would vote for 
Mayor Shields for President ? A. I wouldn't like to say 
definitely as to whether the word * 4 Governor" and ‘‘Presi¬ 
dent" was used interchangeably, lie may have picked up 
the word “President" after Father Hebron's suggestion. 

Q. I believe that you said that Mr. Carl Geis is the one 
who told you? A. Xo, I said Mr. Frank Geis. 

Q. Strike that last. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I believe you said that Mr. Frank 
Geis told you that Representative Hoffman made the 

10775 statement at the Central High School meeting that, 
“We should have a man of such calibre as Dan 

Shields in the White House." Is that correct? 

Mr. Moore: I don't think that is quite— 

Trial Kxaminer Bloom: Read the question. 

The Witness: I told you that 1 heard from several peo¬ 
ple that Hoffman made a remark in substance similar to 
what you have said. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Was Frank Geis one of those per¬ 
sons who told you ? A. After this conference with Baslioro 
in discussing the situation with Geis, we was trying to re¬ 
construct the reason for Bashore's question. While in Har¬ 
risburg on different occasions, I had learned that Bashore 
was looking with a great deal of envy— 

Q. Well, now, just a minute. A. —upon being a candi¬ 
date for Governor and then Geis made the statement rela¬ 
tive to, perhaps, the reason for Bashore asking the question 
was Hoffman's statement the night before. 

Q. Was Mr. Frank Geis present at the meeting the night 
before? A. I have so testified. 

Q. Do you recall whether Representative Hoffman in ad¬ 
dressing the meeting at the Central High School 

10776 made the following statement in words or substance, 
“The eyes of the Nation are on Johnstown and 

Mayor Shields, and you here are making American history 
by stemming the tide of Communism. The blood of John 
L. Lewis and his cohorts will not be shed in a Johnstown 
picket line, it will be blood of deluded men sent out by 
Lewis against armed law." 

Mr. Moore: Just a moment, please, T object to the ques¬ 
tion, it implies that Representative Hoffman did make such 
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a statement. “Do you recall that he made the following 
statement ?'’ 

Mr. Shave: I am asking whether he recalls. 

Mr. Moore: That question is. “Did lie make the follow¬ 
ing statement V 9 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Shave: Well, Mr. Examiner, I don't think it is 
fair to the witness to put a question like that, “Did he 
make ? ? ' 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you hear, do you know, 
were you there when lie was talking? 

The Witness: I don't recall the statement having been 
made, I think 1 testified that most of the time Hoffman was 
speaking that I was out of the building. 

Q. (By Mi-. Shawe) Did you ever read or hear from 
anyone that Representative Hoffman made that 

10777 statement at the Central High School meeting? A. 
I believe I read something of that nature in the 

press, I am not positive. 

Q. What do you mean by the press ? A. The newspaper. 
Q. Do you recall whether or not you read it in the Friday 
morning issue of the Johnstown Democrat, June 18th ! A. 
I do not. 

Q. Do you recall whether or not Representative Clare 
Hoffman in addressing the meeting at the Central High 
School on Thursday night, June 17, 1037, made the follow¬ 
ing statement, in words or substance— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, wait a minute. 

Mr. Moore: I think the objection made to the previous 
question applies to this. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that back. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Moore: He can't recall something that never hap¬ 
pened. 

Mr. Shawe: Let's find out if— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Ask him if he ever heard the 
statement made. You see, you are assuming in those ques¬ 
tions, Mr. Shawe. that the statements were made. 

10778 Mr. Moore: Well, I think, Mr. Examiner, the 
correct form of the question to bring out the real 
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truth in the situation is, 4 4 Do you know whether or not he 
made such a statement?” 

Mr. Shawe: All right, Mr. Examiner, I will rephrase 
the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever hear Representative 
Clare Hoffman, in addressing a meeting at the Central 
High School on June 17, 1937, make the following state¬ 
ment in words or substance: “The C. I. 0. has pulled the 
beard and slapped the face of Uncle Sam. There comes 
a time when people must protect themselves. Your time is 
at hand.” 

Do you understand my question? A. I did not. 
10779 Mr. Shawe: Read my question to the witness. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: He said he did not. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, I want to make sure he understood 
the question. 

The Witness: You asked if I ever heard and I said I 
did not. 

Q. (Bv Mr. Shawe) Did you ever hear from anyone? 
A. Xo. 

Q. Did you ever read anywhere that Representative 
Clare Hoffman made that statement ? A. T am not positive, 
there is some hazy recollection of it. 

Q. What is your recollection? A. Well, some of those 
phrases are familiar, in part, but I don't recall it well 
enough to say that I have complete knowledge of the state¬ 
ment. 

Q. Well, I show you Board's Exhibit 49 for Identifica¬ 
tion, and direct your attention to the second column on the 
last page and ask you if that refreshes your memory as to 
whether you ever heard or read the statements that I have 
just asked? 

Mr. Moore: What is the purpose of this, I don’t know, 
unless he can show that the witness read this particular 
matter, his memory can’t be refreshed from some- 
107S0 thing that appears in the newspaper. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the memory can 
be refreshed from anything, as I have remarked from time 
to time, even the time table. It doesn’t make any difference 
whether he ever read it before or not, it is showing him 
the particular thing, refreshes his memory as to something 
else that occurred. 
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Mr. Moore: Well, but the memory here is whether he 
read this particular thing in a newspaper. 

Mr. Sliawe: Oh, no, it is not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is a question of whether or 
not he heard or read the statement. Xow if showing him 
this 1 particular newspaper brings back to him whether or 
not he did or did not hear it why then that is— 

Mr. Moore: Excuse me. Isn't your question a little bit 
too broad.’ He did answer the question that he never heard. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I am speaking generally 
of the situation where you refer a man to a paper, or any¬ 
thing. for the purpose of refreshing recollection. If by 
showing him a particular paper that may bring back to his 
min'd something that he may have known once upon a time 
I see no harm in it. 

Mr. Moore: But the question is, “Did you ever read." 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, this specific ques- 
107S1 tion—all right. Well now, let's see, this may recall 
to him whether or not he ever read these statements. 

Mr. Sliawe: Take vour time and read that, Mr. Camp¬ 
bell. 

The Witness: You mean the entire article? 

Mr. Sliawe: Just the second column there, I don't think 
it is necessary to read the entire article, just the statement 
in the paper that Representative Hoffman said. 

Mr. Moore: Before the witness answers, may we have 
the question, this last statement read? 

(The reporter read the statement as above set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: Well, where is that. Mr. Examiner, I don't 
find the statement that Representative Hoffman said any¬ 
thing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Which one? It is a question 
whether you call that the third or the second column. 

Mr. Moore: Well, it is a question whether the paper 
states that he said that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it does not make any dif¬ 
ference whether the paper states he said it or not, the im¬ 
portant thing is whether looking at this particular paper 
refreshes this man’s memory as to whether he made the 
statement contained in the question put by counsel. 
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10752 Mr. Moore: I understand, but what I was trying 
to do was to correct the statement of counsel that 

he said it. Counsel told the witness that Clare Hol'fman 
said a certain thing, directing his attention to a particular 
paragraph or paragraphs. My point is that it is not neces¬ 
sary to say that, characterize it as a statement made by 
Clare Hoffman. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That's right. 

Mr. Moore: The question is did Clare Hoffman state it. 

The Witness: That is— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That's right, all right, have 
you read that, have you looked at the paper that counsel 
referred to? 

The Witness: Well, T looked at the three paragraphs. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question to him again. 

(The reporter repeated the pending question as above 
set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: Just a minute. I think you should correct 
it to the third column. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The third column from the left, 
that's right. You may answer. 

The Witness: I believe I read it previously. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) When do you think you 

10753 read it.* A. On or about the date of the paper. 

Q. What date is that ? A. The ISth. 

Q. June 18th, 1937? A. Uh, huh. 

Q. Did you say yes? A. June IS, 1937. 

Q. Does that refresh your recollection now as to whether 
or not you heard Mr. Hoffman make those statements? A. 
It does not. 

Q. I believe you said tickets were printed for the Central 
High School meeting, is that correct? 

Mr. Moore: I don’t think he said printed, did he? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Were there any tickets printed for 
the Central High School meeting? A. There were tickets 
for the meeting. 

Q. Who printed the tickets? A. I can’t answer that, it 
may have been Weigle and Barber. 

Q. How do you spell that? A. W-e-i-g-l-e and B-a-r- 
b-e-r. 
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Q. Do you know who handled the matter, that is who 
made the arrangements for the printing of the tickets. 7 
A. I can't answer that definitely. 

Q. Do you know anything about it at all? A. 

10754 Well, what do you recall.—it is they. 

Q. What do you recall with reference to it? A. 
Well, not sufficient to make a statement on it. 

Q. Well, what do you recall? A. You mean in regard to 
the tickets ? 

Q. The printing of the tickets. A. Well, I am telling you 
that I think that Weigle and Barber printed them, but the 
details of the tickets, and the placing of the order of it, I 
don't remember, T don't recall the circumstances. 

Q: Was the cost for the printing of the tickets paid for ? 
A. I assume that it has been. 

Q. How many tickets were printed? A. I don’t know. 
Q. Did the ticket have the name of the speaker on it? 
A. I think the ticket had the name of George Sokolsky on 
it, I believe Sokolsky or Kolkolsky, some such name. 

Q. What else was on the tickets if you recall? A. Why, 
I think the place and the time. 

Q. Well, what did it say with reference to place and time ? 
A. At the Central High School. 

10755 Q. What did it say with reference to time? A. I 
believe it was 7:30. 

Q. Did it mention the date? A. June 17th. 

Q. Did it have anything else on it that you recall ? A. I 
don't recall. 

Q. Do you recall whether the ticket had a statement at 
the bottom which stated in substance that their admission 
would be only by tickets? A. It could have. 

Q. Don't you know that it did have that statement ? A. I 
don't recall, I don't recall that. 

Q. You don't ? A. If it didn't have it it should have had. 
Q. It should have had admission by ticket only ? A. Yes. 
Q. Do you know whether it did have that statement? A. 
I wouldn't say that it didn't, I don't know, if it didn't why 
it surely would have been an oversight on somebody's part. 

Q. What color was the ticket, do you recall? A. I can't 
recall that. 

Q. Was it green? A. I can’t recall that, sir. 
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Q. You recall nothing— A. You surely appre- 
107S(> date there was a lot more important things to re¬ 
member in that period than color of tickets and a 
lot of idle words. If I had a mental capacity equal to that 
I certainly wouldn't be here. 

Q. Did you have anything to do with the preparing or 
the writing that appeared on the tickets? 

Mr. Moore: What do you mean by writing, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner ? 

Mr. Shawe: The printing that appeared on the ticket 
as to who the speaker would be, the place and all. 

A. I can't tell you whether I did or not, I can't tell you 
whether I placed the order or did not, perhaps the order at 
Weigle & Barber's would identify the person that placed 
the order, I don't recall, if I would have have had the time 
I certainly would have done it and may have done it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, which is it now, did you or 
didn't you? A. I can't recall. 

Q. Well, do you know why George Sokolsky's name ap¬ 
peared on the ticket? 

Mr. Moore: I don't think he has said positively that 
that was the case, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He said he thinks. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Why do you think George Sokol¬ 
sky's name appeared on the ticket? A. Well, it is 
10787 just an assumption, I am not definite on it, if you 
will produce one of the tickets I will be glad to de¬ 
termine at that time whether it is or not. 

Mr. Shawe: All right. May I have about a two-minute 
recess so that I can find the ticket ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

(Whereupon a short recess was taken.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, Mr. Shawe. 

Mr. Shawe: Will you mark that for identification? 

(Thereupon the document above referred to was marked 
Board's Exhibit 2SS for Identification.) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I show you Board’s Exhibit 2SS 
for Identification and ask you to tell me if you have ever 
seen a copy of that before? 
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(Board’s Exhibit 2SS for Identification was passed to 
the witness.) 

AJ I don’t know whether this is one of the original tickets 
or not. 

QJ Read the question again. Mr. Reporter. 

(Thereupon the reporter read the question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, I think the question is rather 
indefinite. What does he mean by “copy-’? 

Mr. Shawo: Another ticket identical with 
107$$ Board’s Exhibit 28$ for Identification. 

The "Witness: Well, my inference or under¬ 
standing— 

w 

Mr. Moore: Just a moment. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment. 

Mr. Moore: That question is bad because it implies 
that that is a ticket. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: A document then, did you ever 
see a document like that before? 

The Witness: Do I understand that this is a copy of 
what was originally printed? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you ever see a piece of 
paper like that before? 

The Witness: This is similar to the ticket that was used. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Used for what? A. For the meet¬ 
ing of June 17th. 

Q. The ticket that was used for the meeting of June 17th, 
did it have the name on the top as appears here, “Re-es¬ 
tablishment of law and order meeting.” A. I believe it did. 

Q. Did the ticket that was used— 

Mr. Moore: Xow is this— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you going to read the docu¬ 
ment into evidence, or offer it in evidence ? 

Mr. Shawe: T will offer it. 

107S9 Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, offer it. 

Mr. Shawe: I offer 2SS for Identification in evi¬ 
dence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. Xow you are of¬ 
fering it. 

Mr. Moore: Xow I am not sure, Mr. Examiner, that this 
has been qualified as a ticket that was used. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you care to ask some ques¬ 
tions of this witness on the voir dire? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Voir Dire on Board’.* Exhibit 288 for Identification 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do you know, Mr. Campbell, whe¬ 
ther tickets with the name of George Sokolsky on them 
were actually used or was there a reprint of tickets or an¬ 
other ticket printed after it was decided that Mr. Sokolsky 
could not come here? A. I believe a ticket of that nature 
was used, hut when the attorney for the Board suggested 
‘‘copy" it raised a question as to whether somebody had 
some duplicate tickets printed. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 'Well, forget that question be¬ 
cause it was changed. Xow would you read Mr. Moore's 
question back? 

(The reporter repeated the question as above set forth.) 

10790 The Witness: I don't know of a reprint. 

Mr. Moore: Well. I don't know. I have no objec¬ 
tion to the ticket going into the record if that is the one 
that was actually used. If counsel will say that this was 
the ticket used I will make no further objection to it. I 
don't think it has been qualified, on that account I object 
to it. If counsel will say for the record that this was the 
ticket that was used I have no objection to it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, Mr. Campbell, do you 
have any serious doubts? 

The Witness: Well, it looks very similar to the ticket, 
the only doubt that I have is the way that Mr. Shawe asked 
the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that question has been 
dead and buried now. It is just a question of whether you 
think this is the ticket that was used. 

The Witness: It is close enough to say that it was. 

Mr. Moore: Well, that is hardly a qualification of it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Look at it again. 

The Witness: I certainly would be hesitant to say that 
that was it. 

Mr. Moore: That is the reason I object to it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xow what do Board's 

10791 counsel have to sav about it? 
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Mr. Shawe: Well, my information is, of course I 
wasn't here, at the Central High School meeting, my in¬ 
formation is that that is the ticket that was used at the 
meeting, and I think we should have it in evidence to con¬ 
clude the picture, just the same as we have agreed to intro¬ 
duce other documents here, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Moore: Do you object to stating the source of your 
information ! 

Mr. Shawe: Well, I know it was someone that was pres¬ 
ent at the meeting, I don't recall the name offhand. 

Mr. Moore: You see, Mr. Examiner, I go back to the 
days in Allentown where you successively sustained objec¬ 
tions to the minutes of meetings which were produced by 
counsel. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I know, but those minutes 
were entirely different. There you had a man on the stand 
who was present at a meeting and minutes were shown to 
him and he asked whether they were minutes. 

Mr. Moore: Yes, but he said, if I remember- 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He had never read them before 
and never seen them before. 

Mr. Moore: But they were produced by counsel from 
the secretary of the body. But this witness has testified. 

if I remember correctly, that he did not use the 
10792 ticket to go in. did not have any ticket. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, he has testified that he saw 
the tickets, Mr. Examiner. 

Mi\ Moore: And if we can produce the ticket that we 
know is one that was used— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why don’t we do it this way, 
it should be a very simple matter to find out if that is the 
ticket or not. I will reserve ruling on it. Meanwhile see 
if counsel can't inquire and find out whether this was or 
was not. 

Mr. Shawe: May I turn it over to respondents' counsel.* 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, will you do that then, Mr. 
Shawe ? 

Mn Moore: I have no way of finding out. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You have no way of finding 
out! 
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Mr. Moore: Anv more than anvbodv else, I am not a 
citizen of Johnstown, except that I may have been here 
long enough to gain citizen's rights. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We are all taxpayers by now, 
there is no question about that. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, I am satisfied, Mr. Examiner, that 
that was the ticket that was used. 

Mr. Moore: We could have saved a lot of time if it had 
been produced and the best evidence rule followed 

10793 in the beginning. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I submit that I pro¬ 
duced several documents here myself and turned them 
over to respondents' counsel just to expedite the matter. 
If respondents' counsel doesn’t want the ticket in evidence, 
it is a different matter. 

Mr. Moore: I have said, Mr. Examiner, that I want the 
correct ticket in evidence. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, that is a correct ticket. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, are you stating that posi¬ 
tively, Mr. Shawe, do you know it, I mean, that is the ques¬ 
tion that Mr. Moore asked you before, if you will state that 
it is the ticket he will have no objection to it. 

10794 Mr. Moore: That's right, but I reserve the right 
to find out if that is the fact or not. 

Mr. Shawe: It is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is a question whether coun¬ 
sel is going to interrogate Mr. Shawe now, or whether coun¬ 
sel is going to be satisfied with Mr. Shawe’s statement that 
it is. Or do you want to find out? 

Mr. Moore: If he will assume responsibility of saying— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That's right. 

Mr. Moore: That does not prevent me pointing out in 
the future that he has assumed a responsibility that In* 
should not have assumed. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If he assumes, I assume he 
knows what he is assuming, if he knows the fact, it is a 
fact. 

Mr. Shawe: I will say my information is that this ticket 
is the ticket that was used. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, let's hold it up and 
I shall subpoena in the printer. When we get to my part 
of the case, I may call a few witnesses. 
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Mr. Moore: What was the number? 

Mr. Shawe: Board's Exhibit 2SS for Identifiea- 

10795 tion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I did not mean to say 
“my part of the ease." I mean the part of the ease where 
I may call somebody. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I show you Board's Exhibit 2SS for 
Identification and direct your statement to the last line, 
which reads: “Admission by ticket only," and ask you 
if that refreshes your memory— 

Mr. Moore: Just a moment. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) —as to whether or not the tickets 
that were used at the Central High School meeting con¬ 
tained that statement. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I think that is a most reprehensible 
practice. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Not reprehensible. 

Mr. Moore: The witness has said that he does not re¬ 
member. he does not know now whether this was the ticket 
or not, and now it is put up to him and asked him to refresh 
his memory, when he has positively answered the question, 
he can't refresh his memory. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, that is not the fact. 

Trial ExaminerTBloom: I don't think— 

Mr. Moore: He reads from the particular thing which 
is not in evidence— 

Mr. Shawe: I am asking the witness to refresh his 
memory. 

10796 Mr. Moore: What kind of practice is that? 

Mr. Shawe: I have already asked the question 
before whether the tickets contain that statement. “Admis¬ 
sion by ticket only." Now I am asking him— 

The Witness: But, was your question not asked as to 
whether it was on a ticket? Your question now is whether 
this is it ? 

Mr. Shawe: Read my question to the witness. Mr. Re¬ 
porter. 

Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that it 
is perfectly clear, I have repeatedly said that the best evi¬ 
dence rule should be applied here. Why should we go on ? 
Suppose this is not the ticket that was used? Does it make 
any difference whether this ticket has it or not, the question 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 5411 


is, was there any such words on the ticket that was used? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right. 

Mr. Moore: "When we have proven that, then the ques¬ 
tion is entirely immaterial because the document will speak 
for itself. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, 1 recall several documents 
that you admitted that Mr. Moore has produced here when 
the best evidence rule was not invoked. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I think 1 have ap- 
10797 plied the same rule of evidence both ways. Xow, 
the question is, Mr. Campbell, do you recall whe¬ 
ther or not the tickets that were used had any language on 


them to the effect— 

Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner, he has answered that 
question, clearly and distinctly; the same question was 
asked. He said he did not remember whether it had. if it 
did, if it wasn't on the ticket it was an omission because it 
should have been there. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That's right. Go ahead, let's 
get on. Ruling is reserved on this document. Board Ex¬ 
hibit 2SS. 

Mr. Broun: Board Exhibit 2SS for Identification. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will reserve ruling, if counsel 
can satisfv themselves that it is the document, let me know 


and I will admit it. 


Cross-Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know a Mr. George E. So- 
kolskv? A. I do not. 

Q. Was there ever any discussion at any meeting which 

vou attended with reference to a Mr. George E. Sokolskv? 
• * 

Mr. Moore: What kind of a meeting, please, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner ? 

Mr. Shawe: Citizens' Committee meeting. 

The Witness: Will you be specific about the 
1079S Citizens’ Committee? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Don’t you know what the 
Citizens* Committee is? A. I have a different understand¬ 
ing of meetings. 

Q. Well, at any meeting of the Citizens' that you at¬ 
tended? A. Well, will you differentiate between an execu¬ 
tive meeting and the Citizens' Committee meeting? 
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Q. Tell me what meeting lie was discussed at. 

Mr. Moore: Now, that is—wait a minute—that implies 
that he was discussed, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Was a person by the name of 
George E. Sokolskv discussed at any meeting of the citi¬ 
zens that you attended during the month of June, 1937? 
A. Xot at a meeting of citizens. 

Q. Was it discussed at any meeting that you attended? 
A. I think there has been a very definite distinction be- 
tween Citizens' Committee and Executive Committee of 
the citizens. 

Mr. Moore: Of the Citizens' Committee? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, was lie discussed at any meet¬ 
ing that you attended of the Citizens' Committee? A. Xot 
of the Citizens’ Committee. 

10799 Q. Was he discussed at any meeting of the Ex- 
exutive Committee? A. He was. 

Q. Is the Executive Committee a part of the Citizens' 
Committee? A. That's right, but I certainly understood 
that we were drawing a line of demarcation between the 
Executive Committee and the Citizens' Committee, I am 
in error if that is not right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, go ahead, Mr. Shawe. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Where was the Executive Com¬ 
mittee held when Mr. George E. Sokolskv was discussed? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase that. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) As I understand you, the name of 
George E. Sokolskv was discussed at an executive com¬ 
mittee meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The previous question left a 
few ^vords out, Mr. Shawe, that is why I told you to re¬ 
phrase it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, where was the Executive 
Committee meeting of the Citizens' Committee held when 
the name of George Sokolskv was discussed? A. In the 
southwest corner of room 602 Swank Building. 

Q. When was this meeting held? A. I believe Wednes¬ 
day. the 16th. if I am not right on the date, correct 

10800 that, please. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: That is the 16th, Wednesday 
was the 16th, Mr. Campbell. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) At any rate, you are sure it was on 
that Wednesday of that week, is that correct ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And is that, the first time that the name of George E. 

Sokolskv was discussed at any meeting of the Executive 

Committee— A. Do vou recall— 

* 

Q. —of the Citizens' Committee? A. Do you recall that 
that is the first that the Executive Committee met, so it 
couldn't have been discussed previously. 

Q. Well, is that the first time that the name of George E. 
Sokolskv was mentioned at any meeting that you attended 
during the month of June? A. The only time. 

Q. Who was present at that meeting? A. The Executive 
Committee, they were. 

Q. They were all present? A. They were. 

Q. Was any one else present? A. There was not, at that 
time. 

Q. Was any one else present at a later time? A. 
10801 At an earlier time. 

Q. Well, who was present at an earlier time? A. 
I testified that Mr. Sidney Evans had been invited in to 
give information. 

Q. Who else was there at an earlier time, if any one else 
was there ? A. Nobody. 

Q. Do you recall what was said with reference to Mr. 
George E. Sokolskv at that meeting? A. There were sev¬ 
eral names discussed and the chairman was instructed to 
trv to obtain one of the several. 

Q. Did you participate in the discussion? A. I was 
present. 

Q. Did you participate in the discussion? A. I couldn't, 
I didn’t know any of the men. 

Q. Did any one at that meeting know any of the men? A. 
They seemed to have knowledge of them. 

Q. Did any one at that meeting say they had knowledge 
of Mr. George E. Sokolskv? A. Not in those words, no. 

Q. Well, did any one at that meeting say in substance 
that they had knowledge of Mr. George E. Sokolskv ? A. I 
think they stated that Sokolskv would be a good man to 
address the meeting. 
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Q. Did they say anything else with reference to 

10802 Mr. Sokolsky? A. They did not. 

Q. Nothing else was said with reference to Mr. 

Sokolsky? A. "Well, as I told you, there were the several 

names that Mr. Martin was told to secure a speaker from. 

Q. Well, who said that Mr. Sokolsky would be a good 

man to speak? A. Oh, I can’t recall that. 

Q. One of the members of the Executive Committee? 

A. You can limit it down to four *‘I didn'ts," so you can 

have vour choice of anv of the four. 

% • 

Q. Was it decided at that meeting who was to contact 
Mr. Sokolsky, if any one was? A. I so testified. 

Q. What was said with reference to that ? A. I testified 
just a minute ago. 

Q. What did you testify a minute ago about that ? A. 
That several names was given to Francis Martin for him 
to procure one of the group. 

Q. What other names were discussed at that group ? A. 
Clare Hoffman, and I don't recall the others. 

Q. Who mentioned the name of Clare Hoffman? A. You 
can still have your choice of the four people, I don't recall. 

Q. Was it Reverend Stanton ? A. Reverend Stan- 

10803 ton was not present. 

Q. Now, did you ever hear whether Mr. Martin 
made any attempt to contact Mr. Sokolsky ? A. I assume 
that he did. 

Q. Did he ever tell you? A. I think the morning follow¬ 
ing he stated that due to transportation, or the lack of 
transportation, that Sokolsky could not get here in time 
for the meeting and that he had obtained the other man. 

Q. You mean Clare Hoffman by the other man ? A. Well, 
the man that appeared, yes. 

Q. ! Did he say that he had spoken to Mr. Sokolsky over 
the phone, or what did he say ? A. He did not say, but I 
certainly assumed that, or he would not have known that 
the man could not have gotten transportation back. 

Q. Was there any discussion at this meeting on Wed¬ 
nesday, June 16th, with reference to the printing of tickets 
for the meeting to be held at the Central High School? A. 
I think there was. 

Q. What is that? A. I think there was. 
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Q. What was the discussion with reference to the tickets? 
A. Why, that admission should be by tickets. 

Q. Who said that? A. I don't know, I will assume 

10804 twenty per cent of the responsibility, anythin" that 
was said we all concurred in. 

Q. Do you think you said that? A. I don't know, but I 
will assume twenty per cent of the responsibility. 

Q. What do you mean by that ? A. If you are going to 
shoot anybody, why shoot all five of us. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, now— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever hear from any mem¬ 
ber of the Executive Committee who Mr. George Sokolskv 
was at that time ? A. I think the statement was made that 
he was a well-known writer. 

Q. Do you recall anything else that was said about him? 
A. I do not. 

Q. What did you mean, that he was a well-known writer? 
A. He had written books or something of that sort. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that question 
is objectionable, he says that he thinks that he recalls that 
somebody said that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objec¬ 
tion. 

10805 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Have you ever read anything 
that Mr. George Sokolsky has written? A. I 

never have. 

Q. Did you mention the names of any speakers at that 
meeting? A. I did not. 

Q. And what was said with reference to Representative 
Hoffman at that meeting, if you recall ? A. Other than 
that his name was suggested as one of a potential list to 
select from. 

Q. Did any one say who he was? A. Representative to 
Congress. 

Q. Did they say anything else about him ? A. They did 
not. 

Q. That was all that was said? A. That’s correct. 

Q. At the meeting? A. Yes. 

Q. You are sure of that? A. Rather positive of that. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose we adjourn at this 
time, it is twelve o'clock, until, say 12:30, and then we will 
go through. 

(Thereupon, at 12:01 o’clock p. m., the hearing was ad¬ 
journed to 12:45 o’clock p. ni.) 


10506 After Recess 

('Whereupon, the hearing was resumed, pursuant to re¬ 
cess, at 12:45 o’clock p. m.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come 
to order. 

Mr. Moore: Your ruling was reserved? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is correct, I reserved 
ruling on Board’s Exhibit 2SS for Identification, awaiting 
such time as counsel could satisfy themselves that this was 
or was not the ticket that was actuallv used at the Central 
High School meeting on Thursday night. As I understand 
it, Mr. Moore, you are satisfied that that was? You have 
satisfied yourself that that was the ticket. 

Mr. Moore: "Well, I don't know that I can go that far. 
I don’t know. I don’t think any witness has testified that 
this ticket was used. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. 

Mr. Moore: I think all I can sav is that it was a ticket 
printed for use. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: For use? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 'Well, do you withdraw the ob¬ 
jection to the admission in evidence of the document ? 

Mr. Moore: Xo, not—if it is admitted for that 

10507 purpose, that it was printed for use. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I think the record is 
quite clear. 

Mr. Moore: I withdraw my objection if it is offered as 
a copy of one of the tickets that were printed for use at 
that meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that satisfactory? 

Mr. Shawe: 'Well, I think the record described clearly 
what the ticket is admitted for. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well— 
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Mr. Shawe: All right, I will withdraw that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why go over it again? Mr. 
Moore says that he withdraws his objection, if this is what 
you are offering it for. Are you offering it for that, or 
not ? That is all. 

Mr. Shawe: May I have Mr. Moore’s statement again? 

(The reporter read the statement of counsel for respon¬ 
dents.) 

Mr. Moore: Strike out “a copy.” 

(The reporter read the statement of counsel for respon¬ 
dents, as follows: 

“Mr. Moore: I withdraw my objection if it is offered as 
one of the tickets that were printed for use at that meet¬ 
ing.”) 

Mr. Shawe: That is agreeable. 

1080S Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. The docu¬ 
ment is received in evidence as Board’s Exhibit 288. 

(Thereupon, the document heretofore marked “Board’s 
Exhibit Xo. 2SS for Identification,” was marked as Board’s 
Exhibit Xo. 2S8, in evidence.) 

Mr. Moore: It is a trivial matter, but I think the name 
of Mr. Sokolsky is mis-spelled. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I noticed that it was “S-o-l-k.” 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And in referring to the name 
earlier, that it was “S-o-k-o-1.” 

Mr. Moore: That is right. 

Cross-Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I show you Board’s Exhibit 288 in 
evidence, Mr. Campbell, and ask you to tell us whether you 
saw any one present tickets like Board’s Exhibit 2S8 in 
evidence, on the night of the meeting held at the Central 
High School on June— A. 17th. 

Q. —17th. A. I saw some people— 

Mr. Moore: Just a moment, please, Mr. Examiner, “pre¬ 
sent” is not quite complete. I don’t think the question is 
quite complete. “Presented” where? 
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10809 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) At the door, when they came 
into the meeting, Mr. Campbell. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: For the purpose of procuring 
admission to the meeting, is that the question? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes, sir. 

The "Witness: I saw some people present a ticket which 
was similar to this, at the time they went into the audi¬ 
torium. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) "Who did they present the tickets 
to ? A. The various men at the doors. 

Q: "Well, prior to the meeting at Central High School on 
June 17th. did you distribute any other tickets? A. Some. 

Q. Xow, what do you mean by some? A. Well, not all 
of them. 

Q. How many did you distribute, do you think, approxi¬ 
mately? A. Will you qualify that, as to whether to final 
users or— 

Q. Xo, to people that you distributed them to? A. Well, 
then I would have to say possibly ten. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, might we not, at this point, 
have it followed through? It is perfectly clear that the 
word “distribute" has not been used accurately. The 
counsel and the witness do not agree upon just what 

10810 the use of it is, what the meaning of it is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, suppose you 
clear that up. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What do you mean by “distribute” ? 
A. Why. handing a group of tickets to one person. 

Q. Did you hand a group of tickets similar to Board’s 
Exhibit Xo. 288, prior to the meeting— A. Yes, sir. 

Q. —that was held at Central High School? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moore: Well— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How many times— 

Mr. Moore: Just a moment, please, Mr. Examiner, I 
hate to interrupt, but the question, you see, is not complete: 
“Did you hand a group of tickets prior to the meeting?” 

Mr. Shawe: I am using the witness’ own definition. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Hand them to whom? 

Mr. Shawe: I will find out. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Who did you hand the tickets to? 
A. I don't know as I can name any of them. I would cer- 
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tainly include Frank Geis and Reverend Stanton and peo¬ 
ple of that nature, that had taken tickets. 

10811 Q. And those tickets were similar to Board's Ex¬ 
hibit 288.’ A. That is right. 

Q. Do you know what Mr. Stanton and Mr. Geis did with 
the tickets? A. Well, I assume that they made further— 

Mr. Moore: Don't make any assumption, please, Mr. 
Witness. 

The Witness: They were given to them for the purpose 
of giving them to individuals. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you recall the names of any other 
persons you gave tickets to? A. Xot definitely, I can't. 

Q. Do you know how many tickets were collected at the 
door? A. I do not. 

Q. On the night of June 17th? A. I do not. It certainly 
was not the amount equal to the number of people that 
attended. 

Q. IIow do you know that ? A. Because there were any 
number of people that were admitted without tickets. 

Q. Was the place where the meeting to be held on Thurs¬ 
day, June 17th, ever discussed at any meeting of the Ex¬ 
ecutive Committee of the Citizens' Committee? 

10S12 Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner, may I find out 
what he means by “discussed''? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Why, arrangements was made for it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Was it discussed at any meeting 
of the Executive Committee? A. Well, I don't know what 
you would mean by “discussed". It was decided to make 
an effort to procure that particular auditorium. 

Q. Did you make the arrangements to procure the Cen¬ 
tral High School auditorium? A. I think I had some part 
in it. I think they called and notified me that the audito¬ 
rium would be available, in answer to the request that had 
been made. 

Q. Did you make the request? A. I am not sure whether 
I did. I think perhaps I did. 

Q. Well, which is it, Mr. Campbell? A. Well, I am not 
definite on it, Mr. Shawe. 

Q. Who called you, if you know, and told you that the 
high school auditorium would be available? 



5420 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


Mr. Moore: I object to that, Mr. Examiner—he has not 
said that he knows that anybody called him. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 

10513 (Thereupon the reporter repeated the question as 
above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did anyone call you and tell you 
that the high school auditorium would be available for the 
meeting to be held/ A. I believe they did. 

Q. Thursday, June 17th/ Who called you, if you know/ 
A. I think one of the clerks from the secretary’s office. 

Q. Whose secretary? What secretary’s office? A. Of 
the School Board. 

Q. Do you know his name/ A. I believe she is a lady. 

Q. Do you know her name / A. Xo, I do not, I think there 
are several in there. 

Q. Did you speak to her yourself ? A. She spoke to me. 

Q. Did you speak to her ? A. Well, I answered the tele¬ 
phone. There wasn’t any conversation to it: just simply 
announced. 

Q. What did she say when she called you ? A. That the 
auditorium would be available, and I thanked her, and 
that is that. 

Q. Do you know whether or not there was any 

10514 charge made for the use of the auditorium? A. I 
do not. 

Q. Did the Citizens’Committee ever issue a check/ A. I 
can't answer that. 

Q. Did you ever hear from anyone that the Citizens’ 
Cotnmittee paid for the use of the— A. I have not. 

Q. —high school auditorium? A. I have not. 

Q. Prior to the meeting which was held at the Elks Home 
on June 14th, did you have any conversations with Rev¬ 
erend Stanton ? A. I so testified. 

Q. Well, did you Z A. I testified that I did. 

Q. Where did the conversation take place? A. From my 
telephone. I don't know where his telephone was located. 

Q. Did Reverend Stanton call you? A. He did. 

Q. What did Reverend Stanton say to you on that occa¬ 
sion? A. That a meeting of citizens should be called, at 
which time this entire situation could be discussed. He 
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related what he had observed, and I related what I 

10515 had seen. 

Q. Well, tell us just what he related to you, and 
what you related to him. A. Why, the various unlawful 
acts of the pickets. 

Q. And when did this telephone conversation take place? 
A. I believe during the noon hour. 

Q. What day? A. Monday. 

Q. Monday. June— A. There was no violence before 
noon of any day previous to Monday. 

Q. Monday was the first day that there was violence? A. 
Before noon. 

Q. Before noon? A. It started Sunday afternoon at 
about shortly after three o'clock. 

Mr. Moore: May I have the previous question and an¬ 
swer? 

I am not clear now. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last two questions 
and answers as above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Campbell— 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, that is not clear. I wonder 
if we hadn't better straighten it out now. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I submit this is cross exam¬ 
ination and Mr. Moore will have ample opportunity 

10516 to have his redirect examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you wait, Mr. 

Moore. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Prior to the telephone conversation 
at the noon hour on Monday, June 14th, with Reverend 
Stanton, did you Have any other conversations with him— 
with reference to the strike? A. Oh, a year— 

Q. With reference to the strike? A. Oh, no, no. 

Q. Then that is the first time that you discussed the 
strike with Reverend Stanton, is that correct? A. That is 
correct. 

Q. Did you ever invite any people to attend the Monday 
m<rht meeting at the Elks Home? A. Surelv. 

Q. Well, tell— 

Q. How many people did you invite to attend the meet¬ 
ing the Elks Home on June 14th? A. Oh, possibly fifteen 
or twenty, twenty-five. 
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Q. How did you invite them to attend the meeting? A. 
By telephone and as I would meet as I was going back and 
forth through the town. 

Q. How many people did you invite by telephone? 
10S17 A. I can't break it apart, sir. 

Q. Do you recall the names of anybody that you 
invited by telephone? A. I think I invited Brother Wolo- 
shuk by telephone. 

Q. Do you recall the names of anyone else that you in¬ 
vited by telephone? A. His is the only one that stands out 
definitely. 

Q. Do you recall the names of any person that you in¬ 
vited, in person ? A. I testified to Mr. Aldrich this morn¬ 
ing. 

Q. Anyone else? A. I don't recall definitely. 

Q. 1 Did you know that Reverend Stanton was also in¬ 
viting people to attend the meeting at the Elks Home? A. 
Certainly. 

Q. How did you know that? A. Why, part of the con¬ 
versation, at noon. 

Q. Well, you didn't tell us anything about that? A. 
Well, he said to call a meeting, and asked me if I would 
invite some people. 

Qi Did he tell you what people to invite? A. Xo, he 
did not. 

Q. Did he tell you the people he was going to invite? A. 
He did not. 

10818 Q. I believe you told us of a Mr. Waters who 
became a member of the Executive Committee? A. 

I did. 

Q. Do you know who Mr. Waters is? A. I do. 
10S19 Q. What is his occupation? A. An executive of 
the National Radiator Corporation. 

Q. Does the National Radiator Corporation hold any 
memberships in the Johnstown Chamber of Commerce? 
A. They do not. 

Q. Is Mr. Waters a member of the Johnstown Chamber 
of Commerce? A. I can't state that without looking at 
the records. There is 576 names, and he would only be 
one of 576. 

Q. Are those records available? A. They are, if I can 
find the girl in the office with the key. 
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Q. Do you think you will see the girl between now and 
Monday morning? A. I don't want to. If you get through 
with me in time enough, I have got a trip out of town I 
have been putting off. 

Q. Well, if we adjourn here at 2:30, would you make an 
effort to try secure the memberships of the Johnstown 
Chamber of Commerce and bring them? A. I will be un¬ 
able to go to the office before five o'clock, because the min¬ 
ute I get out of here I am going to an attorney's office to 
complete some legal papers. 

Q. Well, will you make an effort to secure the member¬ 
ships of the Johnstown Chamber of Commerce and 

10820 try to bring them in here Monday morning? A. If 
I am in town tomorrow, I will. But may I ask this, 

Mr. Examiner: I think it is pertinent at this time to find 
out from the attorney why lie refused to take those records 
when he had them under subpoena, and what the purpose 
is asking for them now? 

Q. Well- 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 can't see any particular ma¬ 
teriality in that question. 

The Witness: Well, simply this: That in the best of 
faith I wanted to go before the Labor Board, there are 
some things here in the interest of labor that, in a few 
years, will be clarified, and I certainly felt that that stuff 
ought to be brought out into the open, and I sought the 
opportunity, with three subpoenaes served onto me by the 
Labor Board; then I even went to the further degree, after 
I had been informed as results of a rumor coming out of 
Harrisburg, that they would not call me, I wrote that letter, 
and I was not shown the courtesy of a reply. 

And I felt that it certainly is in line, now, to have some 
explanation. 

Mr. Sliawe: Well, you are before the Labor Board at 
the present time, are you not? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the question— 

The Witness: Xot from vour initiative. 

% 

10821 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the question is 
this, Mr. Campbell: Will you produce the records? 

The Witness: Now, I don't hesitate— 

Mr. Moore: Should not the witness be advised as to 
whether— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: That is what I am going to 
advise him. Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore: Excuse me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you will permit me to con¬ 
tinue with my part of the performance. 

Mr. Moore: I am sorry. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will be very glad to toll him 
what I had in mind telling him. 

Mr. Moore: Thank you. 

The Witness: All right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As I have told every other wit¬ 
ness that has come before this Board—now, Mr. Shawe 
has requested that you bring certain documents in, Mr. 
Campbell. I want to make it very clear to you that you 
are here, as far as T know, voluntarily as a witness. When 
I say “voluntarily," in the sense that so far as I know you 
have not been subpoenaed. 

Mr. Moore: By the respondents. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: By the respondents, that is 
correct. 

10S22 The Witness: Mr.— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And you have not been 
subpoenaed by the Board, to appear here. 

The Witness: Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xow. wait just a moment. 
Counsel has made a request of you to produce certain 
documents. If you care to, you can, honor that request, if 
you care to use that expression. 

The Witness: Well, I can meet— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And you can bring the papers 
in. if you want to. I want you to understand very clearly, 
however, that you are under no legal compulsion whatso¬ 
ever to bring in the papers. I have no power, for in¬ 
stance, to compel you to bring the papers in, to direct you 
or to order you. Counsel for the Board has made a request 
of you. It is entirely up to you, as to whether you care to 
bring in the papers. 

The Witness: If he— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do I make myself clear? 

The Witness: You do, with the exception— 

Mr. Moore: Well, may I just ask a question? May you 
not properly add that the Board has no power to require 
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or to make, if you use the word, the witness bring in the 
list, except through a subpoena from them, properly served 
upon him. 

10823 Trial Examiner Bloom: That has nothing to do 
with this thing right now, Mr. Moore, one way or 
another, right now. That is not the problem at this time. 

I am not going to define the legal status of every witness 
that may or may not come before the Board, and every 
contingency that may come up. Mr. Shawe has asked him 
specifically to bring in certain papers. T have instructed 
this witness with respect to Ills rights in regard to that 
request, but I am not going to add anything to what T have 
said. 

Mr. Moore: Well, my only question was— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is no necessity for 
it. 


10824 Mr. Moore: My only question was, whether yon 
had fully advised him as to his rights. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if T am wrong, why some¬ 
one. some day, may toll me that I am wrong. I think that 
I have advised the witness fully as to his rights with respect 
to the particular request that Mr. Shawe has made of him. 
If another request at some other time is made, why, we will 
take that up at that time. 

The Witness: Mr. Examiner. I would be very happy to 
enable Mr. Shawe to gain the information that he wants: 
if he will make a list of the individuals that he would like 
to know whether they are, because I certainly don't feel 
that records of that nature should be transmitted back and 
forth as promiscuously as some other papers that I know 
of, that was delivered to the Board. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well now, inasmuch as you 
have mentioned the Board, vou are saving that the Board 


has done some things. Tell us about it. 

The Witness: The Civil Liberties Committee— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wait a minute, you said “the 
Board." Xow confine yourself to the Board. 

The Witness: Well, the paper showed up at Washing¬ 
ton, that got to Washington, out of the files of the Board 
here. 


5426 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, tell us about 
that. 

10825' The Witness: It was the authorization of the 
Executive Committee for Carl Geis to sign checks 
during the absence of Francis Martin. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You say that got to some com¬ 
mittee. out of the files of the Board? 

The Witness: Senator LaFollette had it in his hands. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wait a minute. What do you 
mean by “out of the files of the Board?” 

The Witness: Why, it was in the committee of the Sen¬ 
ate. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I want to know, when you say 
that something got out of the files of the Board, are you 
referring to— 

The Witness: Of the Johnstown Board. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xow wait a minute. Do you 
mean the papers that the Board's counsel have, or do you 
mean the documents that were admitted in evidence? 

The Witness: Oil, I can’t— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I want you to make a 
distinction, because it is a very important distinction being 
made. 

The Witness: Well, my— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In other words, if a document 
is a public—if these papers were introduced in evidence. 

they are public documents. 

10826 Mr. Moore: Well— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you are accusing this 
Board of doing something improper— 

The Witness: Xo. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : —I want to know what it is, and 
the Board wants to know what it is. 

The Witness: I am not accusing them of doing it im¬ 
properly. I am saying the paper that was introduced here— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was it introduced in evidence? 

The Witness: Well, I can't answer that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, you had better find out 
before you accuse the Board of doing anything improper. 

Mr.; Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner, may I just say a 
word? I don’t remember any such a document as having 
been introduced here. 
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Mr. Shawe: I will find that paper. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I want this witness to know, 
»f he is going to accuse this Board or any agent of the 
Board of improper conduct in any way, I want to know 
about it, and the Board wants to know about it. Xow toll 
us again, what was the particular document that you say 
Senator LaFollette had? 

The "Witness: It was a—one sheet on which the pro¬ 
ceedings of a particular executive meeting was re- 

10827 corded. The reason for that was, to show the action 
of the Executive Committee, empowering Carl Geis 

to sign the checks, or to sign vouchers and become a co¬ 
signer oil checks during the absence of Francis Martin 
while he was out of town. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let me ask you one question: 
Was that paper among the papers that Mr. Rutledge had? 
The Witness: It should have been because— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know whether Mr. Rut¬ 
ledge was ever served with a subpoena duces tecum, which 
is a subpoena to produce papers, by the so-called LaFollette 
Committee? Do you know whether he ever was? 

10828 The Witness: I understand that he was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is it not possible— 

The Witness: Xo, Rutledge has never produced any 
papers to the Senate Committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you sure that you know of 
your own knowledge that Mi*. Rutledge was never served 
with a subpoena to— 

The Witness: Yes, he was served with a subpoena. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, do you know whether he 
was required under that subpoena to produce papers ? 

The Witness: That is correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: For the so-called LaFollette 
Committee ? 

The Witness: He was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is it not possible that the La¬ 
Follette Committee obtained that document you speak of 
in that way? 

The Witness: The papers that Rutledge had was al¬ 
ready turned over as a result of an earlier subpoena. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Xow, what do you mean by that ? 
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The'Witness: Why, the Senate subpoena was at a later 
date. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That may be true. In other 
words, both subpoenaes may have covered the same 
10820 papers. But is it not possible that the paper that 
Senator LaFollette had was obtained as a result of 
that subpoena issued by Senator LaFollette*s Committee? 
Or the committee of which he was a member? 

The Witness: Well. Mr. Rutledge has never been to 
Washington as results of the subpoena. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know whether or not 
those papers have ever been exhibited to Senator La¬ 
Follette *s committee, as a result of a subpoena? 

The Witness: I do not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Irrespective of whether or not 
Mr. Rutledge went to Washington. 

The Witness: I do not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do vou care to withdraw that 

* 

statement that you made? 

The Witness: Well, if it is embarrassing, I certainly 
will withdraw it. I didn't mean anything. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, it is not embarrassing to 
the Board. 

The Witness: Well, I didn't mean anything embarras¬ 
sing by it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, be careful. 

The Witness: But I certainlv did not feel as a voluntary 

• • 

act that I wanted to turn over a list of the membership 
here and find it— 

10830 Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all right, that is 
your privilege, Mr. Campbell. Vou don't have to 
deliver anything at all, as I have explained to you. 

Mr. Rose: Mr. Examiner, Mr. Rutledge's papers were 
never turned over to us. They never left his possession. 
The Witness: Well, that particular paper— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I know the incident, 
there: those papers were produced under subpoena, and 
at all times, as I recall it, when those papers were being 
examined, there were some representatives of the respon¬ 
dents there, and Mr. Rutledge was there, as far as I can 
recall. 
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I recall one incident very clearly, where the papers were 
examined in Mr. Rutledge’s bank, or the bank with which 
he is associated, and I know when I came in there that 
evening to see how it was going, that there was some one, 
some one was making examination for the Board, Mr. Rut¬ 
ledge was there and I think Mr. Reis, who is, I believe, as¬ 
sociated with Mr. Moore, was also present. 

Mr. Moore: Well, off the record, if this will help you— 
don’t take this, at all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This is off the record. 

(There was discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Now, have you decided whe- 

10531 ther you will bring me in the records here, showing 
the membership of the Chamber of Commerce, or 

not? It is a personal request from me. A. If you will 
make a list of the names. 

Q. All right. A. I will be very happy to tell you whe¬ 
ther they are or are not members. 

Q. But you refuse to bring me in the membership list, 
is that it? A. Voluntarily, but I will answer or give you 
definite information as to any individual that you will make 
inquiry after. 

Q. If I give you a piece of paper will you write the 
names down, as I call them off, and check them for 

10532 me ? A. I can do that, surely. 

Mr. Shawe: Is there any objections to that, Mr. 
Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Waters, that you referred to 
as being— 

Mr. Moore: Is this a part of the record, Mr. Examiner? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes, sir, Mr. Examiner, I would like to 
have it. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I want to object to the procedure. It 
is entirely irrelevant, immaterial, incompetent; we are not 
concerned with the situation at all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Overruled. Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Waters. Mr.—also, Mr. Camp¬ 
bell, I would like to know their place of employment and 
what membership the name represents? As I understand 
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it your membership is broken down by companies or con¬ 
cerns who have a certain number of members, is that cor¬ 
rect? 

Mr. Moore: Xow wait just a moment, Mr. Examiner. 
The Witness has merely said he will give the names, if he 
is handed a list of names, he would see whether or not they 
were members of the Chamber of Commerce, as I under¬ 
stand 1 it. Xow the witness is asked to look up the place of 
business, tell him what the business is. 

10533 Trial Examiner Bloom: 'Well, that is up to the 
witness. If the witness wants to do it, all right. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Von told me yesterday the Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company had forty members, is that correct? 
A. Fortv out of 576. 

Q. Xow do your records show the names of the forty 
members that represent the Bethlehem Steel Company ? 

Mr. Moore: Xow may 1 break in, here? I don’t want 
to keep at it, but this witness did not say that Bethlehem 
Steel Company had forty members on the Chamber of 
Commerce, yesterday. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, that is what the witness said, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Mr. Moore: He did not say so. You put the words in 

his mouth, and without thinking he said “Yes.’’ He didn't 

sav so vesterdav. 

♦ • • 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What did you say yesterday about 
the forty members, Mr. Campbell? A. Perhaps it is, as 
Mr. Moore stated, there are forty people out of Bethlehem 
that are members of the Chamber of Commerce, if you 
want to get down to a technical point. 

ME Moore: Well, do you mean by that, Mr. Campbell— 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a minute. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a minute, Mr. 

10534 Moore. All right, Mr. Shawe. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, the forty people who 
are members of the Chamber of Commerce, that are em¬ 
ployed at the Bethlehem Steel Company, are they listed 
under the membership of the Bethlehem Steel Company ? 

Mr. Moore: I object to that. There is no basis for the 
question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase that question. 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 5431 


Q. (Bv Mr. Shawe) How are the forty members that are 
employed by the Bethlehem Steel Company recorded in the 
records—membership records of the Chamber of Com¬ 
merce ! You can answer the question, Mr. Campbell. You 
don’t need to look at Mr. Moore. A. Why, they are in¬ 
dividual names, and ballots, at election time, are sent to 
them individually, as individuals. 

Q. Well, do your records show their place of employ¬ 
ment? A. I would not say that it does. It shows their 
mailing address. 

Q. All right, will you take the following names, please, 
and check your records for me and let me know their places 
of employment, and tell me whether they are members of 
the Johnstown Chamber of Commerce, and if you know the 
fact, now, you can answer that now, and you won’t have 
to look it up: Mr. S. D. Baumer—B-a-u-m-e-r. C. R. 

10535 Baer; B-a-e-r. Mr. W. H. Bennett; B-e-n-n-e-t-t. 
Mr. A. G. Bergman; B-e-r-g-m-a-n. Mr. B. A. 

Blume; B-l-u-m-e. A. What is that initials? 

Q. B. A. Blume—B-l-u-m-e. Mr. X. F. Campbell. Mr. 
H. R. Coulson, C-o-u-l-s-on. Mr. H. M. Crossett; C-r-o-s- 
s-e-t-t. Mr. Harry W. Barr—B-a-r-r. Mr. L. M. Donnelly 
—D-o-n-n-e-l-l-y. A. Double n? 

Q. Yes. A. Donnelly ? 

Q. Yes. A. D-o-n-n-e-1— 

Q. 1-y, two “Ls”. Mr. Francis Dunn—D-u-n-n. Mr. 
Frank Earnest—E-a-r-n-e-s-t. Mr. C. J. Eppley— 
E-p-p-l-e-y. A. The initials, please ? 

Q. C. J. Mr. W. C. Frank. Mr. T. F. Gallagher— 
G-a-l-l-a-g-h-e-r. Mr.—middle initial “T”—Harrison, I 
don't have his first initial; I think it is, “E” or 4 4 0' ’— 44 T. 
Harrison J’ Mr. E. H. Hollenback—H-o-l-l-e-n-b-a-c-k. Mr. 
F. E. Howells—H-o-w-e-l-l-s. Mr. T. W. Kern—K-e-r-n. 
A. Kern? 

Q. Yes, sir. Mr. H. A. Marlev—M-a-r-l-e-v. A. 

10536 H. A. Marlev? 

Q. Yes. A. M-a- 

Q. r-l-e-y. 

Mr. W. E. Miller—M-i-l-l-e-r. Mr. E. 0. Murray— 
M-u-r-r-a-v. A. What is that ? 

Q. Murray. A. Oh, Murray? 
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Q. Murray, yes, sir. Mr. D. W. O'Leary. Mr. R. E. Pen- 


Mr. H. X. Phil- 
F. Raab—R-a-a-b. 
Mr. P. J. Scott— 


rod. Mr. H. AY. Phillips—P-h-i-l-l-i-p-s 
lips. K. M. Quiekel—Q-u-i-e-k-e-1. H. 

Mr. Swart L. Roberts. G. AY. Rogers. 

S-c-o-t-t. Mr. 0. AY. Schwartz— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Take it easy. 

The Witness: Go ahead. 

Q. (By Air. Shawe) Air. C. AY. Schwartz—S-c-h-w-a-r-t-z. 


Air. E. AY. Trexler—T-r-e-x-l-e-r. Air. H. E. Trout— 
T-r-6-u-t. Air. AI. P. Yeil—A'-e-i-l. A. How is it spelled.' 

Q. A~-e-i-l, Veil. C. T. Ward. V. R. White. Air. J. F. 
AYilbur. Air. Sidney D. Evans. Air. C. R. Ellicott. Air. R. 
Hough—I believe his first name is Ray Hough, is that 
right ? A. Ralph. 

Q. Ralph Hough ? Thank you. 

10S37 The AYitness: Let's count and see if we are equal. 
Air. Shawe: All, right. 

Q. (By Air. Shawe) How many do you have? A. I 
have 42. 

Q. That's correct, that includes the name of Air. AYaters? 
A. Oh, I beg your pardon, sir, that would account for it. 

Q. You say you have Air. AYaters’ name listed? A. A"es, 


I counted that into it. 

Air. Aloore: AYell, Air. Examiner, may I inquire what use 
is to be made of these names so that I may understand it ? 

Air. Shawe: Air. Examiner, I don't think we have to 
cross our bridges until we come to them. 

Air. Aloore: AYell, when the witness comes in, I just 
want to be sure what he is going to do, is he going to come 
in and be called upon to say whether these men are em¬ 
ployed by Bethlehem Steel Company, or is it simply that 
you want to know. The question is confined to, are these 
men whose names have been given here members of the 
Chamber of Commerce ? 

Air. Shawe: Now, I want to see if the record shows their 
past employment, I also want that information. 

The AYitness: AYell, it would not show the employment, 
it would show their address. 

Q. (By Air. Shawe) You mean the Chamber of 
10S3S Commerce records do not show where the men are 
employed? A. They do not. 
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Q. Well, how do you know that Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany has 40 men who are members of the Chamber of 
Commerce? 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, I object, he has not said so, 
there is no evidence in the record and there can't be any in 
the record. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, he so testified. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, rephrase that question. 

Mr. Shawe: Iwill rephrase the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, how do you know that there 

are forty members of the Johnstown Chamber of Com- 
* 

merce who are employed by the Bethlehem Steel Company? 
A. Only from information of the office secretary. 

Q. What office secretary? A. My office secretary. 

Q. Does your office secretary have that information? A. 
Why, I so testified yesterday. 

Q. Well, will you get that information for us, please? 
A. Well, I understood that was what I was to do. 

Q. That is what I want you to do. A. Yes. 

Q. You tell us what your records show. A. I will bring 
this information in Monday and maybe we can save a little 
time at this point. 

10839 Q. All right. Thank you, Mr. Campbell. Do you 
know Mr. R. F. Campbell ? A. I do. 

Q. Do you know where he is employed? A. I know him 
through Rotary. I don't know him through his employment. 
Q. Do you know Mr. S. D. Baumer? A. I do not. 

Q. Now, you recall on direct examination there was some 
question as to whether Mr. Moore was present at that 
meeting at the Elks Home on June 14th, was he, did you 
see him at that meeting? A. Well, if he was, I didn’t see 
him, I didn't know Mr. Moore at that time, so I would have 
no way of establishing that fact. 

Q. You don’t recall seeing him, do you? A. Well, it is 
an awfully long time to remember whether you have seen 
this particular fellow or not, I don’t recall whether I saw 
either you or Rose in town at that time, but I believe you 
were. 

Q. Do you recall visiting the offices of the Bethlehem 
Steel Company on September 7th? A. You bet I do. 

Q. Who did you visit on September 7th? A. I did not 
visit anybody in particular. 
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10S40 Q. Who were you with? A. Who was I with. 7 

Q. Yes, if you were with any one. 7 A. Well, I 
don't know what you mean by being with. 

Q. Was there some one with you at the time you went to 
the offices of the Bethlehem Steel Company 7 A. Xo, sir, 
there was not. 

Q. Did you visit any office at the Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany on September 7th. 7 A. I did. 

Q. ! Whose office did you visit . 7 A. An office on the fourth 
floor. 

Q. Whose office is on the fourth door? A. Oh, there is 
a group of them. 

Q. Is Mr. Sidney D. Evans' office on the fourth door? 
A. I believe it is. 

Q: Did you visit Mr. Sidney D. Evans on September 7th? 
A. 1 don't believe I did. 

Q.| Are you sure that you didn't? A. I believe not. 

Q. 1 I said, are you sure? A. I believe I did not visit him 
on September 7th. 

Q. Who did you visit on the fourth door, or if you visited 
any one ? A. I had a conference. 

10841 Q. Who did you have a conference with? A. Mr. 

Moore. All the time you are remembering that I 
wanted to have a conference with the attorneys for the 
Labor Board. 

Q. Just a minute, just answer my questions, please, Mr. 
Campbell, I will give you plenty of time to explain. Who 
was present at the conference you had with Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: Xow, Mr. Examiner, there is no mystery 
about this conference, Mr. Campbell came to see me, I don't 
see the pertinency of it, if there is anything improper— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is the purpose of this? 

Mr. Shawe: I have a right to know—I have a right to 
go into this witness', into who this witness visited and what 
conversations took place, Mr. Examiner 

Mr. Moore: I don't quite— 

Mr. Shawe: The respondents' counsel have availed 
themselves of the opportunity in going into when witnesses 
talked to counsel for the Board, what time of the night they 
visited us and where they visited and what they said to us 
and what we said to them. 

Mr. Moore: I don't think— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: I think I stopped all of those 
examinations short of the point where the discussions them¬ 
selves were disclosed. 

10842 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) "Was Mr. Fiig present at that 
conference? 

Mr. Moore: Now, Mr. Examiner. I don't think that there 
is any pertinency whatsoever to these questions, I have 
seen Mr. Campbell, I asked Mr. Campbell to come see me 
and 1 believe he did on September 7th. I am not sure about 
that, if September 7th was the day, what day was Septem¬ 
ber 7th? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, he seems positive of it. 
Mr. Moore: Well— 

Mr. Shawe: It was the day before the hearing opened at 

Franklin Boro on Tuesdav. 

% 

The Witness: Well, the reason I established that date, 
Mr. Keller was standing outside with his three subpoenaos 
i<> hand to me when I came out. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You were subpoenaed after you had 
your conference? A. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Moore: Standing outside where, Mr. Examiner, may 
we ask? 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I am asking the question, 
now I thought vou laid down a ruling vesterdav. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that question was di¬ 
rected at me. 

10S43 Mr. Shawe: I did not so understand. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Campbell, don’t you re¬ 
member— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Campbell, don't you recall 
when you were coming out of the office of the Bethlehem 
Steel Company when you saw Mr. Keller, that Mr. Fiig 
was with you, do you recall? A. Well, certainly I recall. 
Q. Who else was with you ? 

Mr. Moore: Do I have a general objection here, Mr. 
Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you care to have. 
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Mr. Moore: Yes, all this testimony is all irrelevant, as 
far as I can see. 

The Witness: I believe Francis Martin. 

Q.' (By Mr. Shawe) Any one else? A. I believe Stan¬ 
ton. 

Q. Any one else? A. I don't believe so. 

Q. Were they all present at the conference that you had 
with Mr. Moore? A. They were there. 

Q. Was Mr. Sidney Evans present at that confer- 

10544 ence at any time? A. Not as I recall. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

The Witness: Can he not ask a couple of general ques¬ 
tions. with the object of deferring some stuff ? I certainly 
want to do a trip out of town, I am deferring a trip out of 
town that I want to do pending this. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, we don't want to interfere 
with your other engagements, Mr. Campbell, but I would 
like to complete this examination. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you recall when Representative 
Clare Hoffman arrived in Johnstown? A. Xo, I do not 
recall when he arrived, I don't know when he arrived. 

Q. Did you have dinner with him the day that he arrived 
in Johnstown? A. I did have dinner with him. 

Qj Where did you have dinner with him ? A. In the main 
dining room of the Fort Stanwix, just a little to the left 
of the door. 

Q. Was. Dr. Stanton— A. He was. 

Q. —present? A. Yes. 

10545 Q. Was any one else present at that dinner ? A. 

There was a gentleman and a secretary to the gentle¬ 
man with him. and I can't recall the name of either of them. 

Q. There was two gentlemen— A. Xo, a lady secretary. 

Qi And a gentleman with Representative Hoffman? A. 
Yes. 

Q. Were they both from out of town, do you know? A. 
Yes, they were not from Johnstown. 

Q. Did you accompany Representative Hoffman to the 
meeting? A. I did not. 
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Q. And were you present at a meeting or conference that 
was held in the Fort Stanwix Hotel on Sunday afternoon? 
A. I was not, I testified that I was at the Franklin Gate at 
the time of that conference. 

Q. Will you just let me finish my question, Mr. Campbell, 
please. 

Mr. Campbell, were you present at a meeting or confer¬ 
ence that was held at the Fort Stanwix Hotel on Sunday, 
June 13th? A. I was not. 

Q. Did any one tell you that such a conference had 

10846 been held? A. I heard of it at a later date. 

Q. Who did you hear of it from? A. I think I 
heard of, I have heard of it since this hearing started more 
than any time else, 1 didn't know much of it previous to 
that. 

Q. Well, did you know that such a meeting had been 
held— A. T did* not. 

Q. Prior to the meeting at the Elks Hall on Monday 
night, June 14th ? A. I did not. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, if I may, Mr. Examiner, I would just 
like to finish my questions before the witness gets his 
answers in, I think the record would be a little clearer. I 
know he has gotten the thought of my question, but the 
record will be a little clearer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I think the witness' mis¬ 
take, if you want to call it a mistake, was entirely excusable. 
There was a rather long pause in your question and I 
thought you had finished the question. 

Mr. Shawe: I am not saying it wasn't my fault. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the witness, I am sure, 
will wait if you don't have too long a pause. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you recall whether or not 

10847 Representative Hoffman brought along any little 
booklets with him, pamphlets of any kind? 

Mr. Moore: What was that, what was the question, 
please, Mr. Examiner ? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: I don’t know. 

Mr. Moore: I wish we might have these questions 
phrased instead of “recall." It is almost like “remem- 
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ber.*' You can't remember something you never knew, 
you can't recall something you never heard or know about. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think Mr. Moore's point is 
well taken: frame your questions, Mr. Shawe. so that if 
he ever heard of something happening or whether he ever 
knew something happened. The form in which your ques¬ 
tions are framed put an implication, an implication could 
be dfawn from them that these things that you question the 
witness about are facts, and you are asking this witness 
whether he knows these are facts, whereas the situation is 
that there is nothing in the record to indicate that they 
aren't facts. 

Mr. Shawe: I will bear that in mind. 

Trial Examiner Bloom. Please do. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Campbell, did Representative 
ITotfman give you any literature of any kind? A. 
10S4S He did not. 

Q. Hid Mr. Hoffman's secretary give you any 
literature of any kind? A. He did not. 

Q. Did the other person that was with Mr. Hoffman give 
you any literature of any kind? A. She did not. 

Q. Ho you know whether any of the members of Mr. 
Hoffman's party gave any other members of the Citizens' 
Committee any literature? A. I do not know. 

Q. Have you ever heard that they did? A. I knew there 
wer'e some booklets, as to the delivery of them or who, to 
who. I don't know. 

Q. TTho told you that ? A. It was a matter of seeing. 

Q. You saw the booklets? A. Oh, yes. 

Q. Ho you recall what was on the booklet? A. Oh. a 
cartoon of some nature. 

Q. Hid it have any reference to the C. I. 0.? A. I am not 
definite whether it did or not. 

Q. Ho you recall whether the front of the booklet stated, 
‘‘Join the C. I. O. and help build a Soviet America''? 
10S49 A. That may be the expression, I have seen two or 
three booklets of about the same character with dif¬ 
ferent wording on them. 

Mr. Shawe: May I have that marked for identification, 
please? 

(Thereupon, the document above referred to was marked 
as Board's Exhibit 2S9 for Identification.) 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you recall whether this is the 
booklet that you saw Representative Hoffman distribute 
or give to the members of the Committee.’ 

(Board's Exhibit 289 for Identification was passed to the 
witness.) 

Mr. Moore: Now, just a minute, what is he showing? 

Mr. Shawe: I show you Board's Exhibit— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Board's Exhibit 289 for Identi¬ 
fication. 

Mr. Shawe: Board's Exhibit 289 for Identification. 

Mr. Moore: Xow, what is the question? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Moore: 1 object to it, there is no evidence whatever 
that Representative Hoffman distributed anything or gave 
anything to anybody. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever see a booklet 
10850 like that before. Board's Exhibit 289 for Identifica¬ 
tion ? A. I wouldn't want to be positive of it, I have 
seen two or three booklets of a similar character at differ¬ 
ent places, I don't know whether that is the exact booklet 
or not. 

Q. Have you ever distributed any booklets like that. 
Board's Exhibit 289 for Identification? A. I have not, 
personally. 

0. Do you know of any one else who distributed booklets 
like that? 

Mr. Moore: I don't see, Mr. Examiner, the relevancy of 

it at all, there is nothing in the evidence, in the record, to 

show that anvbodv distributed anv. 

• • • 

Besides, if there is, you must tie the person somewhere 

into this case. Undoubtedly it is a publication that has 

been distributed bv somebodv. The witness has said, he 

• % 

does not know whether he ever saw the book before. How 
can you now— 

Tlie Witness: I certainly can tie the definite point that 
they would have come into anybody's possession. 

Mr. Moore: I said before, I think that such practice is 
reprehensible, I am sure that the Court attorney would be 
reprimanded for doing things like that. 
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Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I strongly protest the ac- 
1 cusations or remarks of respondents’ counsel, I think 

10851 they are very unfair and uncalled for. Read the last 
question. Mr. Reporter, the last two questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a minute. 

(The reporter repeated the questions and answers as 
above set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: 'Well, he says he doesn't know, he saw one 

like that, he doesn't know if he ever did. 

Mr. Shawe: The witness clearlv testified that he saw a 

* 

book similar to that, he wasn't sure. 

Mr. Moore: Tie knows whether he distributed a book 
like it. Xow, he gets, “anybody else" and there is an im¬ 
plication there that he distributed it, and how does he 
know— 

Mr. Shawe: There is no implication there, Mr. Examiner, 
I meant no implication. He answered the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The whole thing sounds like a 
tempest in a teapot. Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know Mr. D. P. Weimer? 
A. Yerv well. 

Q. Is Mr. D. P. Weimer an attorney? A. He has been 
for years. 

Q. Do you know whether D. P. Weimer is the attorney 
for the Chamber of Commerce? A. He is not. 

Q. Is Mr. D. P. Weimer a member of the Johns- 

10852 town Chamber of Commerce? A. I don’t know. 

Q. Have you ever seen him at any meetings of the 
Johnstown Chamber of Commerce? A. I have not. 

Q. You spoke about an attornev named Howard Stull. 
A. I did. 

Q. Was he a member of the Citizens’ Committee? A. I 
would have to sav no. 

Q. Why would you have to say no ? A. He had not signed 
the list at the Elks Club, I don’t believe he had, I would 
like to have that list and verify it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Where is that, please? 

Mr. Shawe: Certainlv. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you have it, Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Mr. Shawe: I have a photostat of it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 
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Tlu* Witness: lie did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, is he a member of the Citi¬ 
zens' Committee? A. I would not so construe him. 

Q. Then vou sav that the Citizens' Committee had 
10S.V, only sixty-six members ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was that? That 
question wasn't called for by anything that the witness 
said, rephrase it. 

Mr. Sliawe: I withdraw the question. 

<>. (By Mr. Shawe) Whom do you consider members 
of the Citizens' Committee of Johnstown? A. Persons that 
expressed specific intention of being a member. 

Q. Well, how many members did the Citizens' Commit¬ 
tee of Johnstown have? A. In excess of sixty-six. 

Q. Well, how many, approximately, in excess of sixty- 
six? A. I wouldn't be able to give that figure. 

Q. Then do I understand you, correct me if I am wrong, 
you consider people members of the Citizens' Committee 
even though they were not present at the Elks Home meet¬ 
ing. is that correct? A. How is that? 

Mr. Shawe: Strike the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you consider any one who did 
not attend the meeting at the Elks Home a member of the 
Citizens* Committee? A. Some people. 

( t ). Well, what people would you consider members 
10854 of the Citizens' Committee that did not attend any 
meeting at the Elks Home? A. You want me to be 
specific ? 

Q. Yes. A. Robert S. Waters. 

Q. All right, give me the name of another one. A. Well, 
you are asking me, then, something that is difficult. 

Q. Why is it difficult? A. Why, because it goes into hun¬ 
dreds. 

Q. Well, give me the names of five. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I thought that you said that 
there was in excess of sixtv-six—that’s right. 

The Witness: Waters would make in excess of sixty-six. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That's right. 

The Witness: And myself and Francis Martin surely 
adds to it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Francis Martin was present at the 
Elks Home meeting, wasn’t he? A. Yes, but he was in an 


5442 BETH. STKKL CO. KT Ah. VS. NATL. LABOR 1SEL. BOARD. 

official capacity and so was I, myself, and all these were 
names as to whether they were going- to support Martin 
and myself. 

10855 Q. Were you there in an official capacity before 
this committee was organized ! A. Before the slips 

were passed. 

Q. Well, when did you— A. Didn't I tell you that I 
passed the slips? 

Q. Yes. sir. you told me that. A. Well. I was doing it as 
secretary of the committee. 

Q. Well, prior to the organization of the Citizens' Com¬ 
mittee were you attending the meeting, in the capacity of an 
individual or as— A. I testified I was attending it as a 
citizen. 

Q. Well, can you give me the names of anyone else be¬ 
sides Mr. Waters who wasn't present at the Elks Home 
meeting? A. It is a little difficult. 

Mr. 1 Moore: Just a moment, please. May I have the 
question ? 

(The reporter repeated the question as above set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: Goodness, let's get the directory of— 

Mr. Shawe: Strike the question. 

O. (By Mr. Shawe) Was Mr. Robert S. Waters present 
at the 1 meeting at the Elks Home on June 14th.' A. He 
was not. 

Q. Well, can you give me the names of any other 

10856 persons whom you consider members of the Citizens' 
Committee who did not attend the meeting at the 

Elks Home? 

Mr. Moore: Xow, Mr. Examiner, again he is now asking 
his questions on the assumption that those who attended 
the meeting at the Elks Home were members. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Can you give me the names of any 
other 1 persons who were members, who you consider mem¬ 
bers of the Citizens' Committee who did not sign— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Respondents’ Exhibit 130? 

Mr. Shawe: Respondents' Exhibit 130. 

Mr. Moore: Perhaps more accurately the list from which 
Respondents' Exhibit 130 was made up. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be so understood. 

The Witness: Reverend Stanton. 
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0- (By Mr. Shawe) All right. Give me the name of 
another one. A. Myself. 

Q. Do you recall what the number of your office was in 
the Swank Building during the month of June, 1937? A. 
602. 

Q. Did you have an office in room 304 in the Swank 
Building.’ A. The Citizens’ Committee had the office in 304. 

Q. Well, who occupied the office.’ A. In 304? 

10857 Q. Yes. A. The personnel of the Citizens' Com¬ 
mittee and myself at times. 

Q. Did the Citizens’ Committee have a personnel ? A. It 
did have. 

Q. Who composed the personnel of the Citizens' Commit¬ 
tee? A. I could only recall possibly three names. 

Q. What are those names? 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, might we have the word 
•‘personnel of the Citizens' Committee*' defined? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think it might be helpful. 

The Witness: They would be employees. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) That is employees of the Citizens' 
Committee? A. That’s right. 

Q. Do you know the names of the people that were em¬ 
ployed there? A. Dorothy Speieher, I recall yesterday I 
believe— 

Q. Anybody else? A. A man by the name of Lasser, and 
a man by the name of Campbell, not the witness. 

Q. What Campbell do you refer to? A. I told you that I 
don't think I could recall the given names of either of the 
men. 

10858 Q. Was it Douglas Campbell? A. That may be 
the name. 

Q. Don't you know that that is the name? A. I do not. 

(>. Do you know a Mr. Douglas Campbell ? A. I know 
a Mr. Campbell, and I believe that his name is Douglas. 

Q. And is that the Mr. Campbell who was employed at 
the offices of the Citizens' Committee? A. That is the man 
that I have in mind. 

Q. Was he also employed by the John Price Jones Cor¬ 
poration at that time? A. He was. 

Q. Is he employed by the John Price Jones Corporation 
at the present time, do you know? A. Oh, I wouldn't know 
that. 


5444 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


Q. When was the last time you saw him? A. He may 
he dead. I haven't seen him since maybe July 15th. 

Q. At the time lie was working in the Citizens’ Commit¬ 
tee office, was he in the employment of the John Price Jones 
Corporation or in the employment of the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens' Committee’ A. The Citizens' Committee paid him. 

(<). How long was he in the employment of the 
10S59 Citizens' Committee? A. Oh, possibly from the 
22nd of June up until about the 15th of July. 

Mr. Moore: May I inquire, Mr. Examiner, whether the 
“lie" is definite. I don't know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us who you mean by “he". 

The 1 Witness: Well, he is still talking about this fellow 
Campbell, that I think is his name, Douglas— 

Mr. Sliawe: That's right. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Is Mr. Douglas Campbell a native 
of Johnstown? A. I never saw him before, I don't believe 
he is. 

Q. You never saw him prior to the time he was employed 
A. That's right. 

Q. By the Citizens'Committee? A. That's correct. 

(>. And who employed Mr. Campbell, do you know? A. 
The committee, the Executive Committee. 

Q. Do you know where Mr. Campbell came from or where 
he was— A. T do not. 

Q. —employed prior to the time he was employed 
lOSbO by the Citizens' Committee? A. I do not. 

Q. What action was taken by the Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee with reference to employing Douglas Campbell? A. 
Tlie engaging of John Price Jones and his personnel. 

(J. Well then, as I understand you, Mr. Douglas Camp¬ 
bell was employed directly by the Citizens' Committee, is 
that correct? A. I said he was paid by the Citizens' Com¬ 
mittee. 

Q. Who was he working for at the time he was in the 
office of the Citizens' Committee? A. For the Citizens' 
Committee. 

Q. When you say paid, do you mean that you paid him 
directly, or did you pay the John Price Jones Corporation 
for his services? A. Any— 

Mr. Moore: Just a moment, please. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment. 
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Mr. Moore: This witness stated earlier that he did not 
handle any money at all. Xow the question is, “Did you 
pay it directly*’? 

Mr. Shawe: Of course I mean the Citizens' Committee, 
Mr. Examiner. Mr. Moore stated, this man was the most 
active of all the members of the Citizens’ Committee. He 
should know. 

The Witness: All I know is it is on vouchers that 

10861 were O.K.Yt. 1 have no way of knowing* whether he 

was ever paid, but the vouchers were O.K.’d. I 

never directiv or indirectlv handled anv funds. 

• • * 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did anyone recommend to the Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee that they employ Mr. Douglas Campbell? 
A. Indirectlv. 

Q. Well, who recommended it indirectly? A. Robert S. 
Waters. 

Q. Did Robert S. Waters say that he knew Mr. Douglas 
Campbell? A. Xo, he had produced John Price Jones as 
a responsible agent and that introduction certainly was an 
indirect recommendation for John Price Jones’ personnel. 

Q. Well, was Mr. Douglas Campbell a member of the 
personnel of the John Price Jones Corporation, is that 
correct. A. I take it as that, he came with him. 

Q. During the months of May or June, 1937. did you ever 
attend any meeting or conference that was held on a train 
car in the vicinity of Johnstown ? 

Mr. Moore: Just a minute. Read that question. 

(The reporter read the question as above set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: There is no basis for a question like that. 
Mr. Shawe: I have a right to ask him if he at- 

10862 tended a meeting, Mr. Examiner. 

The Witness: Was there one? 

Mr. Shawe: I am asking you, did you attend such a 
meeting? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: First find out if he knows 
whether or not there was such a meeting or conference. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know whether there was a 
meeting or conference held in the vicinity of Johnstown on 
a train car? A. Oh, there may have been lots of them, I 
don't know of any. 
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Mr. Moore: What is a train ear? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean by train 
car? 

The Witness: In the vicinitv of Johnstown? 

Mr. Shawe. A railroad ear. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why not say a railroad ear? 

Mr. Shawe: Do von know whether there was a confer- 
enee— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wait a minute, you are going 

to rephrase this again, I don't know what you are starting 

off to do, there may have been lots of conferences and lots 

of men—trains go through here every day. If you have in 

mind that certain people were there, ask him, otherwise the 

witness can't conceivablv answer. 

• 

10S63 Mr. Moore: But, Mr. Examiner, I have been in 
Pittsburgh many times and I have held many con¬ 
ferences on trains, I have probably held a conference on a 
train going through Johnstown, what has that got to do 
with our case ? 

Trihl Examiner Bloom : That is why I am telling counsel 
for the Board to frame a specific question so that we won't 
suend fifteen minutes wondering what this is all about. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know whether there was a 
conference or a meeting held on a railroad car in the vicin¬ 
ity of Johnstown where there were certain officials of the 
Bethlehem Steel Company and Mayor Shields? 

Mr. Moore: Why, I think the question is still objection¬ 
able. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What time? 

Mr. Shawe: Strike the question, please. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) During the month of May or June, 
1937, do you know whether there was a conference or meet¬ 
ing held on a railroad car and Mayor Shields was present 
and certain officials of the Bethlehem Steel Oampany? A. 
A moving car or a stationary car? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Either one. 

Mr. Shawe: Either one. 

The Witness: I don't know. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever hear that there 
10864 was such conference or meeting was held? A. I 
did not. 
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Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, as I understand it, we are 
going to adjourn at 2:30 anyway, and I think we might save 
time if we adjourned at this point. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well, is there any partic¬ 
ular objection from anyone? 

Mr. Moore: I have no objection, I think we must con¬ 
sult the witness as to when we will reconvene. 

The Witness: Well, if there is fifteen minutes here let's 
use it up today rather than on Monday. 

Mr. Shawe: I am sorry, I think I will have more than 
fifteen minutes. 

The Witness: Instead of adding fifteen minutes on 
Monday use it up now. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, well, we will get you out of 
here Monday, we will get through with this. We will ad¬ 
journ until Monday morning at 9:30. Please remember the 
hour gentlemen, 9:30. 


(Whereupon, at 2:20 o’clock p.m., February 25, 1938, the 
hearing was adjourned to 9:30 o'clock a.m., Februarv 28, 
1938. f 
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10870 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come 
to order. 

The record may show that there was an olT-the-record 
conference of all the attorneys and the Examiner for the 
past half hour or so. 

Before we proceed. I again request counsel to please try 
to he here on time at the convening of the session. The 
hearings are starting at nine-thirty and not nine-forty or 
fortv-five. I think some time ago 1 announced a rule that 
we would follow where counsel came in late, which was 
substantially to the effect that if the direct examination was 
on and the counsel who was conducting the examination did 
not appear at the next session on time, that direct examina¬ 
tion would he considered to he concluded and the witness 
would he turned over for cross-examination; that cross- 
examination would then start at nine-thirty, whether or 
not opposing counsel were present. 

If the cross-examination is being conducted and the at¬ 
torney conducting the cross-examination does not appear, 
the cross-examination will he considered concluded and the 
witness will he examined further by counsel conducting the 
direct examination. 

If neither counsel appear, if I have any questions 

10871 to ask, I shall ask them in the absence of counsel. 

If I have no questions to ask, the witness will he ex¬ 
cused. If there are no counsel present, the hearing will he 
adjourned. 

Does any one have any questions about that? 

Mr. Moore: I just call your attention to the fact that we 
live up on the hill and that on a morning like this, when the 
hill is absolutely icy you can’t come down at break-neck 
speed. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you do this, so far as 
counsel are concerned, anv time thev think thev are going 
to be a bit late, please call the clerk at the hotel whom I am 
sure will notify us. 

Mr. Moore: I would be glad to do that, I have tried to 
do it, but take a morning like this, it is quite slippery. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In the absence of notification to 
me prior to the time the hearing starts, I am going to as- 
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sume that counsel are simply late. Frankly, I don't like to 
lay down a rule as stringent as this, but we have lost in 
the aggregate considerable time by reason of the tardiness 
of counsel. 

The alternative to the procedure I have indicated, which 
I think will have the effect of getting counsel here on time, 
would be to run Saturday sessions and I don't want 
10S72 to do that in view of the fact that this is a long case 
and I know it is a strain on the attorneys to keep 
going live days in the week, much less six days, but I must 
insist that the hours that we have set for the hearings be 
observed by counsel. 

Lawrence Campbell resumed the stand as a witness by 
and on behalf of the Respondents, and having been previ¬ 
ous^ dulv sworn, testified further as follows: 

Cro-ss-Examination (Continued) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Shawe 1 

Mr. Shawe: Will you mark these for identification, 
please i 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The record may show also that 
I have received an answer to the letter I wrote Mr. Wohl- 
forth of the Senate, so-called Civil Liberties Committee 
or, rather, Secretary of the Sub-Committee of the Commit¬ 
tee on Education and Labor under Senate Resolution 266. 

(Thereupon, the document above referred to was marked 
Board's Exhibit 290 for Identification.) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Campbell, I show you Board’s 
Exhibit 290 for Identification, which consists of seven 
sheets, you can see they are photostatic copies, and ask 
you to tell us if you have ever seen the originals of these 
documents before. 

10873 (The document referred to was passed to the wit¬ 
ness.) 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, under the circumstances, 
don’t you think that in fairness to the witness we ought 
to show him the other paper. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I understood in our con¬ 
ference— 
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Mrj Moore: There is no mystery about it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo. 

Mr. Shave: Xo. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It vas going to be agreed— 

Mr. Moore: Why don't you show him the previous 
exhibit, 130, isn't it? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Were you referring to 130? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Or the other two sheets? 

Mr. Moore: Xo. the seven sheets, that is why I wanted 
130, so that the witness could see that there was no mystery 
about it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Would you like the question read 
back, Mr. Campbell? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: I believe these signatures are the same 
: signatures that were obtained at the Elks Lodge. 
10S74 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that is not entirely 
responsive, Mr. Campbell, the question is whether 
you have ever seen the original papers of which these 
papers, comprising as a group Board Exhibit 290, are pho¬ 
tostats. 

The Witness: I don't think there is any question on the 
first two sheets, I don't recall having seen these notations 
on here. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xow, let's see what notations 
you are referring to, you mean the addresses? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moore: I think the attention of the witness should 
be called, Mr. Examiner, to the fact that there are some no¬ 
tations on there that clearly were not on the originals, and 
the question should exclude— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, the witness is now refer¬ 
ring, Mr. Moore, to Board Exhibit 290, a sheet headed, 
“Johnstown Lodge Xo. 175, and the first name on the 
sheet for the purpose of identification is that of Oscar F. 
Wilson." 

The Witness: Oscar L., I believe. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Oscar L., I think you are cor¬ 
rect, the notations that the witness referred to, to the right 
of the name Wilson and to the right of several of the other 
names on the list are street addresses. 

The witness in answering the previous question 

10575 referred, if 1 am not mistaken, to the addresses. Am 
I correct? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: Yes, 1 appreciate that, but what I meant 
was this, that the question of counsel for the Board was a 
little bit too broad because there are some notations on that 
sheet that clearly have been made from the sheets from 
which those were photostated. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There are obviously printers’ 
marks. 

Mr. Moore: Yes, printers’ marks and printers’ nota¬ 
tions as to direction as to what should be done. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, but the marks the witness 
just referred to were addresses, and if you will examine 
it you will see what he is referring to. 

10576 Mr. Moore: Yes, I remember that there were. 
Are those addresses— 

The Witness: The signatures, there is no question in 
my mind on the signatures, I recognize a good many of the 
signatures. 

Mr. Moore: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Whereupon a discussion was held off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Campbell, would you please go through all of the 
seven sheets and pick out those names as to which you 
believe the handwriting as to the signatures and as to the 
addresses appear to be identical? 

Mr. Moore: Well, do you think he can do that fairly— 

The Witness: I am not qualified to do that. 

Mr. Moore: —without being a handwriting expert? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, he is not a handwriting 
expert, of course, but it is just his opinion as to which ones 
might be. 

The Witness: Well, on this paper here the addresses 
seem to have been written in practically one person’s hand. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: He is referring to the sheet 
which has the name Oscar Wilson at the head. 

Mr. Moore: Well, may not they have been writ- 
10S77 ten in the office of the witness after they were re¬ 
ceived, simply for the purpose of having some ad¬ 
dress or some use/ 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it is conceivable. 

Mr. Moore: Might Mr. Campbell recognize— 

The Witness: This one here, the address certainly looks 
very similar to the signatures. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now which ones would you say, 
not being a handwriting expert, that the addresses and the 
signatures appear to be in the same handwriting? 

The Witness: Well, that sheet there is very similar. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let's identify this, this one is 
the sheet that bears the name of—what is that first name? 

The Witness: Knisely. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Knisely, 321 Highland Avenue, 
and the last name on there is Lysle. Are any of the ad¬ 
dresses on the sheet headed E. F. McGinley, Mr. Campbell, 
apparently in the handwriting of the man who wrote the 
signatures or woman as the ease may be? 

The Witness: Well, it looks as though this might be the 
same, this certainly looks like the same. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you referring to McGinley 
and R. V. Smith ? 

10S7S The Witness: That's right. George L. Brown, 
I would say that possibly that entire sheet may have 

been. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. Here is another one. 

The Witness: Well, that does not— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now the witness said in saying 
“that one does not"—what he is referring to is the sheet 
on which the first name is—what is that name, Walker? 

The Witness: W-a-l-k-e-r. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And the address is 731 Frank¬ 
lin Street. 

Xow on the sheet headed A. M. Custer, Mr. Campbell, do 
you see any addresses which you would say are in the hand¬ 
writing of the person signing the names ? 

The Witness: Xo, it doesn’t look that way. This one 
has no addresses. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: The sheet headed H. C. Pillev 
obviously has no addresses. 

The Witness: This has no addresses either. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is the one headed— 

The "Witness: Patterson. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Patterson. 

Mr. Moore: These are numbered? 

10879 Trial Examiner Bloom: They are the printer’s 
numbers. 

The Witness: Isn't there a number here (pointing)? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the reporter is directed 
to mark Board's Exhibit 290 for Identification as follows: 

The sheet headed H. C. Pillev, or rather the sheet with 
the name H. C. Pillev being the first name, will be marked 
Board's Exhibit 290-A for Identification. 

The sheet headed with the name Knisely will be 290-B 
for Identification. 

The sheet headed W. F. McGinley will be 290-C for Iden¬ 
tification. 

The sheet headed with the name Patterson will be 290-D 
for Identification. 

The sheet headed A. M. Custer will be 290-E for Iden¬ 
tification. 

The sheet headed Oscar L. Wilson will be 290-F for Iden¬ 
tification, and the sheet headed with the name W. A. Wal¬ 
ker, 731 Franklin Street, will be 290-G for Identification. 

(Thereupon the documents above referred to were 
marked Board's Exhibits 290-A to 290-G inclusive, for 
Identification.) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Campbell, I show you 
10SS0 Board’s Exhibit 290-A for Identification through 
Board's Exhibit 290-G for Identification, inclusive, 
and I will ask you to toil us if these are the photostats of 
the original sheets that were passed around at the Elks 
Hall on Monday night, the Monday night meeting, June 
14th, with the exception of certain obvious printer’s marks; 
is that clear? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, they are the photostats of 
sheets in whatever form they are at this time, he may not 
recognize certain of the marks on the sheets, but they are 
still the photostats of the sheets. 
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I think the way to do it to make it clear is to find out 
whether these are the photostats of the sheets, and then we 
will have him exclude what he does not know anything 
about. Don't you think, Mr. Moore, that would be the 
clearer way ? 

Mr. Moore: All right. 

Mr. Shawe: 'Well, strike the last statement. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) 1 show you Board's Exhibit 290-A 
for Identification through Board's Exhibit 290-G for Iden¬ 
tification, inclusive, and ask you to tell us if these are the 
photostats of sheets that you passed around at the Elks 
Hall 1 meeting on Monday night. June 14th. 

10551 (Board Exhibit 290-A to G for Identification was 
passed to the witness.) 

A. The sheets, z90 for Identification, as to A and F, 
there is no question in my mind but what they are the pho¬ 
tostats of the sheets that were passed at the Elks Hall. 

Now, the signatures appearing on the other sheets I rec¬ 
ognized, I recognize quite a few of those signatures as peo¬ 
ple that were in attendance. Now, it is altogether possible 
that these are photostats, it may be that signatures were 
put on the reverse side of the Elks stationery where they 
may have been given, or they may have given me some sec¬ 
ond sheets. The sheets that I recall in particular were 
the ones that had the Elks letterhead on them. 

It is possible that in signing the names that some of them 
may have put on the reverse side, they may have been put 
on the reverse side, so 1 would not like to say specifically, 
but ‘certainly I recall the presence of Burkhard, Gallagher, 
Heckman. Schnabel, Griffman, Bilmen, Woloshuk, Rever¬ 
end 1 Edmund, Reverend Allen and Reverend Nicely, two 
or three names there that I don't recall, there are two or 
three that I don’t recall. 

10552 Trial Examiner Bloom: The witness was then re¬ 
ferring to Exhibit 290-G for Identification. 

The Witness: I recall the names of D. P. Weimer, C. M. 
Harris, George Fiig, W. J. Harris, Edwin Lucas and Fred 
Rrosius off of that sheet: I know they were in attendance. 

Mr. Moore: The witness was then referring to Exhibit 
290-A. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Campbell, so we won’t have 
to go back over this again, do you know in whose hand- 
writing the addresses appearing on 290-G are? 

The Witness: 1 could not tell that, because you see 
these were out of my possession for a considerable period 
of time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know whether or not, 
when you turned this over to the Civil Liberties Commit¬ 
tee,—when 1 say * * this 1 mean the original, of course— 
whether or not any addresses were on this sheet at that 
time ? 

The Witness: Well, it is possible that they could have 
been. At the time that I collected them from the Elks, the 
sheets that were certainly on the top are the ones like those 
without any addreses on them. I took them back to the 
office. 

10883 Then, when the John Price Jones agency came to 
town, which was about possibly seven days or eight 

days subsequent to the time that this was signed, as they 
had access to these, and were in the possession of the Citi¬ 
zens* Committee's files on the third floor of the Swank 
Building, and from that period on up until about the time 
that I went down to Washington, I didn't pay any attention 
to these, so I just picked them up and asked the girl in the 
office to make a list of the names, and when she completed 
the list I picked the list, here, and called the names back in 
order to verify tin* number of names. So I did not look at 
the individual sheets, either at the Elks Hall or at the time 
that list was made, so it is going to place me in a little 
difficult position to say whether those were or were not on. 
But I can see where possibly somebody during that period 
of the week of June 21st and 22ud, in there, may have put 
some notation on there, to knew where to find these particu¬ 
lar people. 

10884 Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. Then with 
respect to the other sheets that contain addresses, 

that do not appear to be in the same handwriting as the 
signatures themselves, would your answer with respect to 
those addresses be substantially the same? 

The Witness: Well, it would have to be. On this sheet 
here I think I rec— remember all of those people having 
been present. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Referring to Exhibit 290-B? 

The "Witness: And the same, on Exhibit 290-C. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This is off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

The Witness: Now, on Exhibit 290-D, those people were 
all present: and on Exhibit 2'90-E, Mr. Custer, I recall: C. B. 
liammerly. Reverend Boyer. Walter Good: Abram M. 
Granowitz: Samuel Rappaport and Reverend Lindbergh, 
so that leaves possibly four or live names, there, that I 
don’t,—I am not acquainted with. 

And on Exhibit 290-F, Charles Clayton; S. W. Roude- 
bush 1 : George Griffith: Fulton Connor; Harry Silverstone 
and William Cpucgruve—I recall them having been there. 
And on Exhibit 290-A, I think I gave you Mr. Weimer, C. 
M. Harris, Fiig, and W. J. Harris—I think I gave you 
that. 

10885 Trial Examiner Bloom: Ail right, Mr. Shawe? 

Mr. Shawe: I offer in evidence— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, now, there are certain 
other marks on there, that have not yet been explained by 
the witness, so you had better ask him—in the upper left- 
hand corner—left-hand corner—down here, some of these 
are apparently printer’s marks; at least that is the way it 
appears to me. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Campbell, 1 show you Board’s 
Exhibit 290-A for Identification, and direct your attention 
to the top right-hand corner, to the figures 89562-6976, and 
certain other—you might describe them as printer’s marks; 
1 ask you to tell us if they were on the document when you 
turned them over to the Senate Civil Liberties Committee? 
A. I don't recall of anything being on the paper except 
the Signatures and the letterhead of the Elks. 

Q. All right. I show you Board's Exhibit 290-B for 
Identification, direct your attention to the upper right-hand 
corner, figures 89562-6977, and certain other so-called 
printer’s marks, and ask you to tell us if they were on that 
document when you turned it over to the Senate Civil Lib¬ 
erties Committee. A. Certainly, the printer's marks 
weren’t. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you look at the 
10SS(> addresses on there, Mr. Campbell. What is your rec¬ 
ollection as to whether they were on the sheet? 

The Witness: 1 can't state positively, but it certainly 
appears that they are in the same handwriting as the sig¬ 
nature. 1 had no reason to-examine these, in detail. 

Mr. Moore: Don't you think, Mr. Examiner, that we 
would accomplish all that we wanted to accomplish, if that 
document was to he introduced In evidence, that that be 
offered simply for the list of signatures, and not undertake 
to go into the question of the addresses. The addresses 
would not make any difference. There is no particular 
probative value on there, anyway. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if the witness knows 
whether they are on there at the time, it might just fill out 
the picture. 


Mr. Moore: Not being a handwriting expert. ] should 
not want to accept his— 

The Witness: I would not want to assume responsibilitv 
for those signatures, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean— 

The Witness: As to whether they were or were not. But 
the indications are that on some sheets that they are in the 
handwriting of the signature. 

Mr. Moore: You mean the addresses? 

10SS7 Trial Examiner Bloom: The addresses, he means. 

The Witness: Yes: that obviously there is one 
and the same. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean this one, “R. P. 
Smith ?’' 

The Witness: Yes, it is such a bold hand, there, that it 
certainly would be hard to— 


Trial Examiner Bloom: Why, I think if the witness 
knows, we can take his opinion on it. If he doesn't— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) 1 show you Board's Exhibit 290-C 
for Identification, and 1 will ask you to tell us if the num¬ 
bers appearing on the right-hand corner of the document, 
S:)5()2-697$. and also certain printed words, 44 Twenty-six 
and one-haif picas—eight point" and certain other so-called 
printer's marks, were on that document at the time you 
turned it over to the Senate Civil Liberties Committee. 
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Mr. Moore: That is one of the difficulties, he said it the 
second time. “The document turned over to the Senate Civil 
Liberties Committee"—that is one of the questions we are 
trying to determine. I don't want to he technical about it, 
but if we can find out what the purpose of offering the docu¬ 
ments is. why. perhaps we can settle it by stipulating. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, as 1 understood him, Mr. 

! Moore, you wanted the comparison made between 
10888 : Respondents’ Exhibit 130 and the sheets that were 
: delivered, according to his testimony— 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —by Mr. Campbell, to the Civil 
Liberties Committee. Now, counsel has produced here cer¬ 
tain photostatic copies which may or may not be photostats 
of the sheets turned over to the Senate Civil Liberties Com¬ 
mittee by the witness. 

10SS8 Mr. Moore: Well, Respondents’ Exhibit 130, if 
that is the number, was offered merely as a list of the 
names made by the witness, or that he had made in his 
office, and lie checked himself, with his secretary, and our 
object was to find out whether the list was correct and 
complete. Now the signatures, as 1 see it, are not of any 
particular importance. It is a question. “Who did sign up 
at the Elks Home that evening of July 14th," and that is 
why I suggest that it seems to me that if the witness is sat¬ 
isfied that these photostatie copies, now, are photostatic 
copies of the lists of names that he produced and delivered 
to the LaFollette Committee, that covers our purpose. But 
we do not have to go into the question of whether the 
names—or the addresses—are or are not correct, or 
whether the addresses were put on there by the party who 
signed, or put on by somebody else. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, there is only this ques¬ 
tion: the witness, in answering the questions tending to 
qualify Respondents' Exhibit 130, stated, I believe, that 
there is nothing on the list except the letterhead and the 
names as they appear, and he was rather definite in answer¬ 
ing that the names as they appear here, are exactly the 
way they appeared on the sheets. 

10S90 Mr. Moore: Well— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And that the sheets con¬ 
tained nothing else, so— 
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Mr. Moore: That is true: at the same time this is not 
produced as a complete photostat. It does not show, as 
the witness lias indicated himself, it may well be that five 
of the people or some oilier number, instead of using the 
front side of the letterhead, used the back side of it. There¬ 
fore the only fair tiling is to have both sides produced here, 
if it is of any material importance. 

Mr. S.hawo: Mr. Examiner, all 1 want to do is to have 
the record clear on the point. T do not think it is clear at 
this point. The only way that 1 can see that it can be 
cleared up. is to have those documents introduced into evi¬ 
dence. and 1 am trying to* qualify them now. 

The "Witness: 'Well. I will he able to qualify the names, 
because practically all of them 1 can recall the individuals 
as having been in attendance at the meeting. Some of the 
signatures, I am familiar with their signatures. And cer¬ 
tainly. when I had no occasion to examine that list of 
names, knowing who was present at the meeting, and turn¬ 
ing them over to somebody else as this appears here, with 
only a list of names, and not having any occasion 
10891 to examine them in detail even at the time this copy 
was made, because I picked the copy and checked 
with the girl as against the original to see that all of the 
names appeared on it. But when T said I didn’t know of 
any other marks on them, I did it in the best of faith, think¬ 
ing of this sheet (indicating) and possibly that one other 
<heot (indicating). 

Mr. Shawe: "Was there an answer to my last question? 

(The reporter repeated the question as follows:) 

**Q. I show you Board's Exhibit 290-0 for Identieation, 
and I will ask you to tell us if the numbers appearing on 
the right-hand corner of the document, 89562-6978, and also 
certain printed words. ‘Twenty-six and one-half picas— 
eight point* and certain other so-called printer’s marks, 
were on that document at the time you turned it over to 
the Senate Civil Liberties Committee.” 

The "Witness: I do not recall that. 

Mr. Moore: Now, just a moment, Mr. Examiner; I ob¬ 
ject to that question, if you will note, on the ground that 
it pre-supposes that he did turn it over. That is one of 
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the questions that have been asked and has not yet been 
answered, as I understand it. 

10802 Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, Mr. Campbell, to 
1 the best of your recollection, do you know whether or 
not you turned over a sheet of paper bearing the writing on 
it, that Board's Exhibit 290-C for Identication is a photo- 
static copy of. 

The Witness: Well, the best answer 1 can give to that, 
Mr. Examiner, is that I felt that I was turning over a list 
of names that had been signed by people at the Elks Hall, 
the total number being the same as appears on this sheet, 
which 1 believe is 66 (indicating). 

Now, as far as the details on them, I was under the im¬ 
pression that it was similar to the condition that we find 
290-A in. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean that it had the— 

The Witness: Just the names. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —name, and the letterhead of 
the— 

The Witness: That is right: and the letterheads. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then you aren’t sure whether 
you ever turned over to any one connected with the Civil 
Libei ties Committee, a sheet of paper of which Exhibit 
290-C is a photostat. 

The Witness: I could not say that, but the names cer- 
1 tainly are near enough to say that the people that 
10893 signed were at the meeting. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Would your answer be the 
same, with reference to Board's Exhibit 290-B for Identi¬ 
cation? A. I would have to answer the same to all of 
those that have signatures on, because my impression was 
that all of them were similar to this first sheet (indicating). 

Mr. Moore: The way these came to you, Mr. Examiner, 
might it not have been possible to have done that (indicat¬ 
ing)^ 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean? 

Mr. Moore: Through photostating, there? In photostat¬ 
ing them, photostated them that way (indicating). 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well— 

Mr. Moore: Covering up— (indicating). 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, I don't think so. 

Mr. Moore: Xo, no, but I mean on these (indicating). 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, you still have this name 
(indicating). 

Mr. Moore: But this is a stamp, put on afterwards. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is a stamp— 

Mr. Moore: The printer's stamp, he put the stamp on 
here. That is, he merely puts the number. Xow, in put¬ 
ting- his number on there, couldn't that have been photo¬ 
stated that way (indicating). 

10594 Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, it is conceivable that 
the letterhead may have been— 

Mr. Moore: The object being—I don’t know— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, no, that would not be, be¬ 
cause the names appear right up at the top. 

Mr. Moore: Why couldn't it be taken like that? (Indi¬ 
cating) If they had taken a sheet of paper like that, and 
stamped the number on it—now, there you have got it 
(indicating). 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is conceivable, of course, that 
the letterhead may have been lost in either photostating, 
or that the person signing their name—this is off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

The Witness: I think the possible answer to it is that 
they maye have signed on the reverse side of that. 

Mr. Moore: That is probably what happened. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You passed them around to the 
rest: some of the men must have turned them over and 
used the backs. 

The Witness: I couldn't say. Unless they gave me sec¬ 
ond sheets, because they gave me the stationery— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Since the witness doesn’t know 
too much about the photostats— 

10595 Mr. Moore: It doesn't seem to me that we are 
getting anywhere. All we could do is to compare the 

list, here, with the photostat, and if Exhibit 130 is the cor¬ 
rect list of the names, that is all we need. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, then, we still have the 
other papers that have to be explained. The other two 
sheets. 

Mr. Moore: That is all right, the other two sheets, but 
they stand entirely on their own footing. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if we don't know whether 
these are the exact copies of what was turned over, there 
is nothing to compare, and we are still back to Respondents’ 
Exhibit 130. 

10896 Mr. Moore: Well, we have the names, and if the 
names are the same— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But if we don’t know what 
the names come from, it makes no difference, unless this 
witness can tell us that these photostats are the photostats 
of the sheets that he turned over, a comparison of Respond¬ 
ents’ Exhibit 130 with seven sheets of paper unidentified 
will mean nothing, anvhow. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I don’t see how the witness could be 
expected to testify that these are the photostats of anything, 
unless he sees, himself, the things of which they are photo¬ 
stats. That is, if he could have the original sheets which 
he delivered, and then have the photostat, he could testify 
as to whether or not it is the photostat. But it doesn’t seem 
to me hardly possible for anyone to do anything other 
than— 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I don’t see how that would 
help, if you have a photostat of something, you have the 
identical representation of the original document. 

The Witness: Other than if the letterhead of the Elks 
would be on the reverse side, then it certainly would help 
materially. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I am not going to waste 
any inore time on this. If the witness does not recognize 
1 these photostats he doesn’t, that is all. 

10S97 Mr. Shawe: May I put one more question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Mr. Moore: Well, isn’t that the point, Mr. Examiner, 
as I have said? The witness has testified that Respond¬ 
ents' Exhibit 130 contains all of the names that he said four 
or five sheets which he turned over to the LaFollette Com¬ 
mittee—now we have some sheets here that have been re¬ 
ceived as photostats from the LaFollette Committee, and 
have the list, there, Respondents’ Exhibit 130, including 
these names—it seems to me that we are just wasting time 
when we talk about photostatic copies. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, but we haven’t received 
these from the LaFollette Committee, because the witness 
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can't identify them as being copies of the sheets that he 
turned over. 

Mr. Moore: But you have received them as such. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I didn’t receive those sheets. 

Mr. Moore: Oh. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I never have seen those sheets 
before. 

Mr. Moore: I am sorry, I am sorry. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All I received was a letter 
from Mr. Wohlforth. secretary of the committee. 

10898 Mr. Moore: Well, you have the same names, don’t 
you? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, I don't have the same 
names. That is the difficulty. The list which was sent to 
me contains many more names than appear in Respond¬ 
ents’ Exhibit 130. 

Mr. Moore: That is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Don’t you see? That is where 
the whole thing comes in. 

Mr. Shawe: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon a discussion was held off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Shawe: I would like to ask the witness another ques¬ 
tion or so, please. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Campbell, I show you Board’s 
Exhibit 290-C for Identification, and direct your attention 
to a signature which purports to be the signature of R. P. 
Smith, and an address, 303 Title Trust Building. I will 
ask you to tell us if you now recall whether that signature 
and that address was on the document when you turned it 
over to the Senate Civil Liberties Committee? A. I tried 
to explain that to the best of my knowledge there were no 
signatures—or no addresses on any of them, that I 

10899 had no occasion,— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, this witness 
has not stated, Mr. Shawe, that he turned over this sheet 
to the Senate Civil Liberties Committee, and that is the very 
point we are trying to determine. Strike the question. 

Mr. Shawe: Strike the question. 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I show you, Mr. Campbell, Board's 
Exhibit 290-C for Identification, and direct your attention 
to the 1 signature appearing on the document R. P. Smith, 
and the address 303 Title Trust Building. 1 will ask you 
to telhus if that signature and the address, as it is set forth 
on that document, appeared on the original document which 
you turned over to the Senate Civil Liberties Committee? 

Mr. Moore: That is the same question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The same question. Listen, I 
am not going to waste any more time on this. If you want 
to get 1 photostats, get exact photostats, and Mr. Campbell 
will be recalled for further cross examination on it. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, these are identical photo¬ 
stats. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: They are not identical, because 
they don't have the backs. If you want to use photostats 
on this, you get photostats of both sides and have a 
10900 certification on each photostat, just what it is, and 
'then Mr. Campbell will be recalled for that purpose. 
Go ahead to something else. 

Mr. Shawe: Mark these for identification, please. 

(Thereupon the documents above referred to were 
marked as Board's Exhibits 291-A and 291-B for Identifica¬ 
tion.) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I show you Board's Exhibit 291-A 
for identification, and I will ask you to tell us if you have 
ever seen the original of the photostat of that document? 

Mr. Moore: I object to that question, because it implies 
that it is a photostat of an original, Mr. Examiner; I don’t 
think you can prove documents by photostats, unless you 
know that you have what is a photostat. How can this 
witness testify in answer to that question ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If he remembers having seen 
an original, and knows that this is a photostat of an orig¬ 
inal, I don't know why he can't tell. 

Mr. Moore: I don’t see how he can know it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If he doesn’t know, he can 
say so. 

TM Witness: Does the other go with this? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Cheek both of them. 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 
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10901 Trial Examiner Bloom: Show him the whole ex¬ 
hibit. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I will here show you Board's Ex¬ 
hibit 291-B for Identification. A. I believe that these are 
photostats of the lists that I mentioned on direct testimony 
that had been obtained by Carl E. Geis as an authorization 
to use the names in the printed matter, if it became advisa¬ 
ble, and I think these are the lists. 

Mr. Shawe: I offer Board's Exhibits 291-A and 291-B, 
for Identification, in evidence as Board's Exhibits 291-A 
and 291-B in evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know what you did with 
the originals, of which vou sav vou believe these are photo¬ 
stats ? 

The Witness: I think that is in the files that "was turned 
over to the Senate Civil Liberties Committee. It was a 
stack of stuff that I just turned over en masse, not as in¬ 
dividual papers. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Were the originals of these two 
sheets physically attached to any other papers at the time 
you turned them over, as far as you can recall? 

The Witness: I would not say “attached.'’ As I recall 
them, they were just piled up, and perhaps a rubberband 
around them. There may have been two or three hundred 
papers together. 

10902 Trial Examiner Bloom: Any objection, Mr. 
Moore ? 

Mr. Moore: May I see them, please? 

The Witness: I think you will find the same names on 
there, that occur on this list over here (indicating). 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you referring to Respond¬ 
ents' Exhibit 130? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Examiner, this second list was obtained with the 
specific understanding that their name would be permitted 
on printed matter. Where the list that was obtained on 
Monday evening, June 14th, did not imply that use of the 
name, or the permission to use the name. And that is the 
reason why that you no doubt will find on this second list 
some names that appeared on the list of June 14th. 

Mr. Moore: Did you notice, Mr. Examiner, that the num¬ 
bers which may be printed numbers, or they may be num- 
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hors'in the office of the Secretary of the LaFollette Commit¬ 
tee, run consecutively? And that these two sheets which 
have a heading: are numbered 6974 and 6975, and that the 
Exhibit No. JCC-5 appears only on 6974. The others— 
the next one—that is. the first one of the seven sheets that 
were offered first this morning, begin with 6976, so it is 
perfectly apparent that the printer or perhaps the 

10903 party in the committee directing the printing, has 
put up that exhibit so as to make it contrary to the 

testimony that this witness has given and apparently not 
correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: ’Well, I— 

Mr. Moore: Something should be done to correct that, 
I should think. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: "Well, it appears that the tes¬ 
timony that the witness gave before the so-called LaFollette 
Committee may have led the committee and/or the printer 
into the error that may have been made. 

Mr. Moore: I don't see how that can be. I have a copy 
of the transcript of the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The letter that I have from 
Mr. Wohlforth, in response to my request that he check 
Respondents' Exhibit 130 with a list identified at the hear¬ 
ing before the LaFollette Committee by Mr. Campbell as 
being a list containing the signatures obtained at the Elks 
Club, would indicate that Mr. Campbell's answer referred 
to more names than appear on Respondents' Exhibit 130. 
Now I think it can be cleared up very easily. Mr. Camp¬ 
bell, at the time—do- you recall appearing before the La¬ 
Follette Committee ? 

The Witness: I do. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you recall the day? 

10904 The Witness: I believe November 19th. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, at that time do you 
recall that Senator LaFollette asked you the following ques¬ 
tion : 

“Was there any membership records kept, at all,” and 
do you recall being asked that question by Senator LaFol¬ 
lette? 

The Witness: I believe so. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, do you recall making the 
following answer: 

“The only membership record is a list that was made 
over the signature of the individuals; this list was compiled 
on June 14th at a meeting in the Elks Lodge room in Johns¬ 
town.” 

I)o you recall making such an answer? 

The Witness: I think that is right. 

Trial Examiner Bio-om: Xow did you at that time refer 
to any particular documents? 

The Witness: I had in mind the sixty some names ap¬ 
pearing on these sheets here (indicating). 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Were you at that time handed 
a document, or did you have a document or collection of 
documents in your possession? 

The Witness: If I recall I had a whole stack of stuff in 
front of me. 

10905 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, in making that par¬ 
ticular answer did you refer to any papers at all? 

The Witness: I can't recall. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: To your best— 

The Witness: I don't think I did, because I have pretty 
definitely in mind the sheets that contained the names at 
the Elks Club, and then mentioned that there would be addi¬ 
tional sheets with other names on. which I was referring 
to as names that had been obtained for this purpose here 
(indicating). 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 want to set you up on that. 

Mr.Moore: Did they give you that ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. Xow you say 
when you made this answer that I have just read to you, 
you were referring to what? 

The Witness: The first part of the answer referred to 
the names that were obtained on June 14th at the Elks 
Club—Elks Home. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And that is what you have pre¬ 
viously told us was contained on four or five sheets of 

The Witness: That is correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Could you, then, have been 
mistaken, in that there may have been more sheets of 

10906 paper? 

The Witness: That is right. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

The Witness: Well I certainly would say that I was 
mistaken, because they don't appear on four or five sheets 
here. It was a small number of sheets. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xow after you were asked that 
question do you recall making— 

Mil Moore: It is right there (indicating). 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —I have it—making the follow¬ 
ing statement: “Mr. Campbell: May I qualify this mem¬ 
bership list?” 

“Senator LaFollette: Yes," and then you said—or do 
you recall having said: “On pages 1 and 2 of it there are 
additional names that may be duplicated on the latter part 
appearing on the stationery of the Elks Lodge. These 
names on the first two pages were obtained by people that 
permitted the use of their names in a public manner. In 
other words, it is a personal authorization." Do you recall 
making that statement ? 

The Witness: I think that is correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xow what did you mean? Am¬ 
plify that, will you please, Mr. Campbell? 

The Witness: Well, if I recall, I think those two 
10907 sheets— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Here they are. 

The Witness: —were on top, similar to that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see. 

The Witness: But they were obtained at a later 
date. 

1090S Trial Examiner Bloom: Xow when you say that 
the two sheets were on top do you mean that Board's 
Exhibits 291-A and B were on top of the sheets, all of 
which had lists of names ? 

The Witness: I think that is correct. 

Tfial Examiner Bloom: And when you refer to the first 
two 'sheets were you referring to the names that you say 
Carl Geis obtained at the Elks Club? 

The Witness: That is correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: So that if one in reading the 
testimony that you gave before the LaFollette Committee 
would come to the conclusion that you then stated that all 
of the lists that were shown you, the names occurring on the 
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lists that were shown you, were all obtained at the Elks 
Lodge that would not be correct ! 

The Witness: Xo, the first two sheets were not obtained 
at the Elks Lodge. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, may I make this sugges¬ 
tion to you then, Mr. Campbell, the LaFollette Committee 
secretary is apparently of the opinion that your testimony 
does so indicate. I would suggest that you communicate 
with Mr. Wohlforth and tell him that this matter came up 
this morning at the hearing and that apparently— 

10909 The Witness: Do you have the answer there? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Your second answer? 

The Witness: That is what T want. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I would suggest to you, as I 
say, that you communicate with Mr. Wohlforth and explain 
to him just as you have explained here this morning what 
you meant at the time you answered. You see. in response 
to the first question asked of you by Senator LaFollette 
you said, in response to his question. “Whether any mem¬ 
bership records were present at all—" your answer was, 
rather, “The only membership record is a list that was 
made over the signature of the individual. This list was 
compiled on June 14th at a meeting in the Elks Lodge room 
in Johnstown/* 

The Witness: That is correct, that is this stuff. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now that would be— 

The Witness: The first sheet. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That was headed, “The Johns¬ 
town Lodge—*’ 

The Witness: That's right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xow as I say, 1 did not want to 
repeat it too much, apparently the LaFollette Committee 
construes your answer differently than you presently want 
them to understand. 

The Witness: Then doesn't he ask whether there 

10910 were any other names ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, he did not ask. 
You were requested, or you requested that you have the 
privilege of qualifying the list. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And your second reply appar- 

entlv is what vou have in mind, but it is not entirelv clear 
• • 7 • 
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and I think if you would write the LaFollette Committee a 
letter you could clear that matter up. 

Since we have brought this to the attention of the Com¬ 
mittee I shall myself communicate with the Committee and 
explain just what, in my opinion, the testimony this morn¬ 
ing was. 

Mr. Moore: You will appreciate, Mr. Examiner, that is 
really important, because Mr. Campbell testified there was 
no heading on the sheets. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That's correct. 

Mr, Moore: And as they have it up they have a heading 
on the first two sheets as though they all followed along to¬ 


gether. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I could see how the com¬ 
mittee. tin* LaFollette Committee, interpreted the testi¬ 
mony because it is not entirely clear. T don't think the 
qualification entirely explains the previous answer and T 
think Mr. Campbell should get in touch with the corn- 
10911 mittee. and T think they would be very glad to eor- 
: rect it. especially in view of the fact of what they 
sent me, part of what they sent me, being a certification as 
to the document itself, which, does run the heading appear¬ 
ing on Board's Exhibit 291-A for Identification over all of 
the signatures. They have construed all of the signatures 
to be under this heading which appears at the top of 291. 
Xow, if that is not correct— 

The Witness: That is not correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think you should immediately 
communicate with the secretary of the committee and so 
advise him as, I say, I shall do the same thing. 

The Witness: It is a misunderstanding. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Any objection to the receipt in 
evidence of 291-A and 201 -B. Mr. Moore? That is a photo¬ 
stat of the second sheet of what he has referred to as the 
second list. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I don't think they have been qualified, 
I don't want to be an obstructionist, I just don't know. Ap¬ 
parently the committee, or whoever is is 1 working for the 
committee, unintentionally has taken such liberties with 
those documents that I don’t know where I am. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see nothing in this record up 
to this point to warrant a statement of that kind. 
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10912 Mr. Moore*: It seems to me that the record of Mr. 

Campbell's testimony is perfectly clear. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it wasn't clear up until 
this morning*, I know that. 

Mr. Moore: I know, but when you read it. it is perfectly 
clear that sheets ] and 2 were not the sheets that he was 
first talking about, and when he had been handed the docu¬ 
ments together, lie noticed that sheet 1 and 2 did not belong 
with the others, and so stated. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I don't think your state¬ 
ment is clear enough in the record that you have shown me 
to say that he cleared the matter up. I can understand how 
one in reading this record might come to the same conclu¬ 
sion that the secretary of the committee came to. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, may I ask the question, 
please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well. I will overrule the objec¬ 
tion as to 291-A and 291-B. 


(Thereupon, the documents above referred to were 
marked as Board's Exhibits 291-A and B, in evidence.) 


Q. (By Mi*. Shawe) Mr. Campbell, 1 show you Board's 
Exhibit 291-A and 291-B. in evidence, together with Board's 
Exhibit 290-A for Identification through 290-G for Identi¬ 
fication. and ask you to tell us whether or not, if you 
10913 recall, the Board's Exhibit 291-A and B were physi¬ 
cally attached in any way with Board's Exhibit for 
Identification 290-A through Board's Exhibit 290-G for 
Identification, when you turned them over to the Senate 
Civil Liberties Committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is the same thing all over 
again, Mr. Shawe. and I told you I don't want that. 

Mr. Shawe: I never asked that question before, Mr. Ex¬ 


aminer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Von are always assuming that 
290-A to G was turned over. If it had been turned over, it 
would be in evidence by tins time. It hasn't been qualified. 
I have asked you to get photostats of both sides of the paper 


wid) the certification that that is the exact document in evi¬ 
dence before the LaFollette Committee, and then you can 
ask that kind of question. I don't want to keep taking up 
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time to do the same thine: over and over again. If the man 
doesn't remember what the original looks like, sufficiently 
to identify these photostats, he does not remember, why, 
it is obvious that those were photostats of one side. 

Now, there may be photostats of the other. 1 don't know, 
the back of the exhibit for Identification is white, which 
means that it does not even purport to be an exhibit of the 
i back side of the exhibit, or of the page. 

10914 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, I show you Board Ex¬ 
hibit 291-A in evidence, and ask vou to tell us if vou 

recognize any of the signatures on that document. 

(Board's Exhibit 291-A was passed to the witness.) 

A. iFrom my knowledge, or from knowing that they were 
on here: 

Q. iFrom knowing that they were on there? A. I can’t 
say that, but there are some signatures here that I am fa¬ 
miliar with. 

Q. AVliat signatures are you familiar with? A. Harry A. 
Lang. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Harrv what? 

The Witness: Harrv A. Ling. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What other signatures are you fa¬ 
miliar with? A. John Hubert Stanton. 

Q. What other signatures are you familiar with ? A. The 
rest of them I am not familiar with to the point of recog¬ 
nizing them. 

Q. I show you Board's Exhibit 291-B in evidence, and ask 
you to tell us if you are familiar with any signatures on that 
document. 

(Board Exhibit 291-B was passed to the witness.) 

A. George Fiig, Jr., Carl E. Geis, M. S. Morrison, 

10915 S. H. Heckman. 

Q. I direct your attention to the name F. G. Mar¬ 
tin on that document and ask you to tell us whether you are 
familiar with that signature? 

Mr. Moore: What is the middle letter? 

Mr. Shawe: F. C. Martin, I am sorry. 

The Witness: I had not seen it or recognized it before, 
yes, that is Mr. Martin’s signature. 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) With reference to Board’s Exhibit 
291-A and Board’s Exhibit 291-B in evidence, will you tell 
us, if you know, when these documents were prepared? A. 
1 couldn’t tell von. 

Mr. Moore: Just a minute. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment. 

Mr. Moore: All right. 

(By Mr. Shawe) Do you recall the lirst time that you 
saw the originals of Board's Exhibit 291-A and B? 

Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner, that implies that they 
came into the witness together, he has not testified to that. 

Mr. Shawe: Strike the last question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) 1 show you Board's Exhibit 291-A: 
do- you recall the first time you saw the original of that 
document ! A. 1 am certain, I am not certain, but 1 believe 
the latter part of the week of June 20th. 

10911) Q. Do you recall wlu» gave it to you? A. Mr. Geis, 
I believe. 

Q. What is the initial, the first name l A. 1 think Carl E. 

Q. Do you lecall where you were when he gave you the 
document ! A. 1 do not. 

Q. Did you have a conversation with him on that occa¬ 
sion ! A. I don’t recall. 

Q. At the time he gave you Board Exhibit 291-A in evi¬ 
dence. were all tin* signatures on the document at the pres¬ 
ent time on the document? 

Mr. Moore: Now, may I object to that, I don’t like to 
be technical, but the witness hasn’t testified, lie said he be¬ 
lieved he got it from Frank Geis. now, he got it at the time 
Frank Geis gave it to him. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Carl Geis. 

Mr. Moore: Or Carl Geis, rather, that is an assumption 
that should not be permitted. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) At the time you say Mr. Geis gave 
you this document— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let’s take a recess. 

10917 (Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which 
proceedings were resumed as follows:) 

0. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Campbell, I show you Board’s 
Exhibit 130 and direct— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Respondents’ Exhibit. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Respondents* Exhibit 130, and I di¬ 
rect your attention to the name Fred S. Brcsius; will you 
tell usi who he is, please? A. 1 only know one Fred S. 
B rosins. 


Q. Tell us who he is? A. He is a pharmacist. 

Q. Is he a member of the City Council of Johnstown? A. 
At the present time, he is. 

Q. Was he a member of the City Council of Johnstown 
during* the month of June ? A. I think so. 

0. 1937? A. 1 think so. 

Q. I direct your attention to the name of Fulton Connor, 
appearing on Respondents' Exhibit 130. and ask you to-tell 
us who he was during the month of June. 1937? 

Mr. Moore: 1 think that has been answered, Mr. Exam¬ 


iner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He has testified to that. 

Mr. Shawe: There has been some mention of Ful- 
10918 ton I. Connor. I don't know whether that is the 
same person or not, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Moore: The same person whose name has been used 
as a basis of a similar question some time back. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : This is Fulton Connor, you say, 
Mr. Shawe? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: lie may answer. 

The Witness: A City Councilman. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) And is lie a City Councilman at the 
present time, if you know? A. I think so. 

U. 1 direct your attention to the name Dan R. Schnabel. 
A. Schnabel? 

Q. Dan R. Schnabel, appearing on Respondents’ Exhibit 

130. and ask von to tell us if he was a member of the Citv 
% % 

Council of Johnstown during the month of June, 1937? A. 
He was. 

Q. And is he a member of the City Council at the present 
time? A. I think so. 

Q. I show you Respondents’ Exhibit 130, and direct your 
attention to the name George W. Griffin, and ask you to tell 
us if he was a member of the City Council during the month 
of June. 1937 ? A. He was. 
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10919 Q. And is Mr. George W. Griffin a member of the 
Gitv Council of Johnstown at the present time? A. 

To the best of my knowledge. 

Q. I)o you know how many members there are on the 
City Council of Johnstown? A. Four. 

Q. And do-all four— A. Xo, l beg your pardon, there are 
live. 

y. Do you recall who the fifth member is? A. The Mayor. 
Q. Mayor Daniel Shields? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you recall now whether all five members of the 
City Council of Johnstown were present at the meeting of 
the Elks Dali on June 14. 1937? A. I have so testified. 

Mr. Moore: Xow, excuse me— 

Mr. Shawe: Change Hall to Club, Mr. Reporter, please. 
Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you invite any members of the 
City Council to attend that meeting at the Elks— 

Mr. Moore: That's already been covered on direct and 
cross. 

Mr. Shawe: Club. I never asked that question before, 
Mr. Examiner. 

10920 Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer. 
The "Witness: T did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know who invited the mem¬ 
bers of the City Council of Johnstown to attend the Elks 
Club mooting? A. T do not. 

Q. Did you answer that question? A. I do not. 

Mr. Moore: What was the answer, what does he mean, 
Mv. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Road the question and answer. 

(Tin* reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Moore: That implies that somebody invited them. 
Do you know whether they were invited ? 

The Witness: I do not. 

0. (By Mr. Shawe) T believe you referred to a Mr. 
Clare Williams and a Mr. Gordon Ross in your testimony, 
do you recall that? A. I do. 

0. Do you know who Mr. Clare Williams is? A. A resi¬ 
dent of Johnstown. 
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Q. Do you know whether he is the same Mr. Clare Wil¬ 
liams who was chairman of tile Plan of Employees’ Repre- 
' sentation? A. 1 don't know him as such. 

10921 Q. Did Mr. dare Williams ever tell you he was 
Chairman of the E. R. P.? A. lie did not. 

Q. Did any one ever tell you that Mr. Clare Williams was 
Chairman of the E. R. P.? 

Mr. Moore: Just a minute, what is this E. R. P., it's the 
first time I ever heard it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is the E. R. P.? 

Mr. Shawe: Plan of Employees' Representation. 

The Witness: I have no knowledge whatsoever concern¬ 
ing the E. R. P. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know who Mr. Gordon Ross 
is.' A. A resident of Johnstown. 

Q. Did Mr. Gordon Ross ever tell you that he was Vice- 
chairman of the Plan of Employees' Representation? A. 
He did not. 

Q. Did you ever hear that Mr. Gordon Ross was Vice- 
chairman of the Plan of Employees' Representation? A. 
I did not. 

Q. Now. I believe you told us that Mr. Evans stated at 
the meeting which was held of the Executive Committee on 
June 116th, that the Bethlehem Steel Company contributed 
certain moneys, J believe, to the Community Chest for flood 
relief; do you recall making that statement? A. I don't re¬ 
call that. 

10922 Mr. Moore: Just a minute, just wait a moment, 
please, Mr. Campbell, I don't understand what the 

question is. Will you please read it? 

Mr. Shawe: Strike the question, I will rephrase it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Have you ever heard whether or not 
the Bethlehem Steel Company ever contributed any money 
to the Community Chest? A. I know they do. 

Q. How do you know that ? A. One of the solicitors. 

Q. Have you ever read about it in the newspapers? A. 
If I did it would be secondary to my first-hand knowledge. 

Q. How did you acquire your first-hand knowledge? A. 
As a part of the Community Chest organization. 

Q. Did you collect the money from Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany? A. No, I was there when it was reported in. 
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Q. Who reported it in ? A. I don't recall, sir. 

Q. Do you recall ever reading about it in the newspapers? 
A. I may have. 

Q. Do you think it was published in the newspa- 
10923 pers? A. I can’t say that. 

Q. Was the money delivered to the Community 
Chest in brown paper packages, do you know? A. I did not 
see the money. 

Q. Do you know whether Mr. Francis C. Martin went to 
the offices of Mr. Evans to receive the money ? A. I do not. 

Q. Do- you think that Mr. Martin went to the offices of 
Bethlehem Steel Company to receive the money? 

Mr. Moore: I object to that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Mr. Moore: There is a limit to facetiousness. 

Mr. Shawe: There is no facetiousness about this at all, 
Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Were you present when the money 
was contributed to the Community Chest by the Bethlehem 
Steel Company? 

Mr. Moore: He has already answered it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He said he was not. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know who received the 
money from the Bethlehem Steel Company in behalf of the 
Community Chest ? 

Mr. Moore: He has already answered that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He answered that question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you learn about the con- 
1092'4 tribution to the Community Chest shortly after the 
contribution was made? A. I don’t know the time 
element. 

Q. Well, do you know when the contribution was made? 
A. I told you I heard it reported in. 

Q. When did you hear it reported in? A. At one of the 
noon luncheon meetings during the Community Chest cam¬ 
paign. 

Q. Was more than four people present when it was re¬ 
ported in ? A. More than a hundred present. 

Q. Do you think that more than four people knew about 
it, then, do you? A. There was more than a hundred pres¬ 
ent. 
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Q. And it was announced to the hundred people that was 
present that the Bethlehem Steel Company had contributed 
the money to the Community Chest ? A. You are keeping 
in mind it was an entirely different condition existing from 
June on than was existing during the Community Chest. 

Q. I haven't asked that. A. Well, 1 am notifying you of 
that. 

Q. I haven't asked you anything about June or— A. I 
am not if vine: vou of that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, please, Mr. Camp- 

10925 bell, just answer the question. 

Mr. Shawe: Answer the question. 

The Witness: I certainly have answered the man's ques¬ 
tion to the point of knowledge. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the pending question. 

(The reporter read the pending question, as follows: 

“Question: And it was announced to the hundred peo¬ 
ple that was present that the Bethlehem Steel Company 
had contributed the money to the Community Chest ?”) 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, to get the record a little 
straight, the question which was asked was as to the pres¬ 
ent— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean the last question? 

Mr. Moore: Xo, when the first contribution, it was the 
present tense used, and the witness and counsel seem to 
have agreed upon some contribution, I don't know what it 
was. whether it was last year or the year before last or the 
year before that, or when? 

Mr. Shawe: Well, what— 

Mr. Moore: T believe the record shows that Bethlehem 
Steel Company contributed, if I can remember correctly in 
1933, ’34 and '35 and '36, anyway, and possibly '37, I am 
not sure about that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Whose testimony was 

10926 that, Mr. Moore, I don’t recall it offhand? 

Mr. Moore: I have forgotten who the witness 

was. 

Mr. Shawe: There is no such testimony, as I recall, Mr. 
Examiner. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: The only testimony on this line 
that I can recall at ail, I have been trying to think of it 
since the question was asked, was, 1 thought, through either 
Mr. Campbell or Mr. Geis, Carl Geis. 

Mr. Moore: 1 don't— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 am not sure at all. 

Mr. Moore: Well, it isn't important if we can just fix 
this one. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, if the time when this 
contribution took place— 

Mr. Shawe: All right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What year? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You stated, I believe, that some 
contribution by Bethlehem Steel was made to the Commu¬ 
nity Chest and was announced to more than a hundred peo¬ 
ple: what contribution did you have in mind when you made 
that reference? A. During the Chest campaign of this 
present or past year. 

Q. 1937? A. Yes, sir. 

10927 Q. What month was that, do you recall? A. It was 
in the Fall of the year. 

Q. Do you know who announced it to the meeting? A. I 
do not. 

Q. Were you present when it was announced? A. I was. 

Q. Was Mr. Sidney D. Evans present when it was an¬ 
nounced? A. I don't recall of seeing him there. 

Q. Was Mr. Francis C. Martin present? A. I don't re¬ 
call that he was. 

Q. Was Mr. Fulton I. Connor present? A. He could have 
been. 

Q. Was Mayor Shields present? A| He was at some 
meeting, I don't know whether he was at that particular 
one. 

Q. Xow, I believe you mentioned in your testimony about 
the fact that the Bethlehem Steel Company contributed 
some money to the Flood Relief: how do you know that ? A. 
From the Rehabilitation Committee. 

Q. What flood relief are you referring to? A. The flood 
of ’36. 

Q. Well, how do you know that the Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany contributed money to flood relief ? A. I testified. 
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Q. Well, how do von know that? A. I testified. 

10928 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, how do you know? 

The Witness: Why, that a member of the com¬ 
mittee told me. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) When did he tell you that? A. 
Some time during the last three-quarters of '36. 

Q. Well, was it some time immediately after the flood? 
A. I can't be specific on that date, it wasn't of major im¬ 
portance. 

Q. Well, you are not answering my question, Mr. Camp¬ 
bell. A. Well. I tell you that I cannot be specific to the 
date. 

Q. Bid you ever read it in the newspapers? A. I don’t 
recall that, sir. 

Q. Who told you that the Bethlehem Steel Company con¬ 
tributed money to flood relief ? 

Mr. Moore: He has already answered. 

Mr. Shawe: He said a member of the committee. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Bo you mind telling us the name of 
the member of the committee? A. So we can get straight 
on this. Mr. Shawe, you certainly realize that my day is 
made up of a good many activities and there is a line of de¬ 
marcation between minor events and major events, and 
the name of who told me something of that nature certainly 
comes into the minor category and my energy is not 

10929 used up trying to catalogue that stuff. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, then, is the an¬ 
swer that you don't remember the name? 

Tito Witness: I did testify to that, I think, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Bid the Rehabilitation Committee at 
that time have a treasurer of some sort to collect the 
money ? A. They had a complete organization. 

Q. Bid they have a treasurer? A. I don't want to testify 
until I have a chance to reconstruct the situation. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, take all the time you 
want. 

The Witness: Well, it will take a little time, I rather 
think that they did have. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, were all the contributions 
turned over to the treasurer? A. I can’t answer that. 
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Q. Who was the treasurer? A. I don’t know. 

Q. Did any one tell you that Mr. Martin had delivered 
the money to the Community Chest? 

Mr. Moore: Oh, Mr. Examiner, is there anything to 
show— 

10930 Mr. Shawe: Do vou know? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know whether Mr. Martin 
delivered the money to the Community Chest? A. I told 
you I did not know who delivered the money to the Commu¬ 
nity Chest. 

Mr. Moore: I object to that, too. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know whether the money 
was delivered to the flood relief committee in brown paper 
packages? 

Mr. Moore: What money, Mr. Examiner? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) The money that was contributed by 
the Bethlehem Steel Company to the Flood Relief contri¬ 
bution. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I think the witness has said he did 
not know anything about the payment of it and did not 
know anything about to whom the money, to what individ¬ 
ual, the contribution was made, that is, to what solicitor. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: lie may answer, if he knows. 

The Witness: I don't know the actual transfer of the 
monev. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What do you know about that 
money? A. Why, that there was to be a contribution. 

Mr. Moore: Now, just a moment, “about that money?” 

What money? 

10931 Mr. Shawe: The money that the witness re¬ 
ferred to. 

Mr. Moore: He has not referred to any money, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, I don’t see any— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why, he has referred to a con¬ 
tribution. 

Mr. Moore: That’s right, but it is one thing to sign a 
paper to agree to contribute some money, if that is the way 
it was done, and another one to pay the money. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know how the contribution 
was made to the flood relief ? A. I do not. 
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Q. Do you knew whether it was made in check or in cash ? 
A. I do not. 

Q. Do you know whether a list of contributors to the flood 
relief was ever published in any of the local newspapers? 
A. Well, that eertainlv would come under the Red Cross 

7 • 

and I think the Red Cross did publish the list. 

Q. Published in the Johnstown Democrat? A. I am not 
sure,'but I think the list was published some place, but I 
don't recall. 

Q. It was? A. It was made public at some place, but I 
don't recall. 

Q. It was made public? A. The Red Cross list, I have 
seen the list some place of the Red Cross receipts. 

10932 Q. Did you hear about the contribution to the flood 
relief— 

Mr. Moore: What contribution, please, Mr. Examiner? 
Mr. Shawe: Strike the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you hear about the Bethlehem 
Steel Company contribution to the flood relief immedi¬ 
ately after the contribution was made? 

Mr. Moore: Well, now, it seems to me the question has 
already been answered and it is not clear now the way it 
has been developed by counsel, Mr. Examiner, as to what 
he means by flood relief. The witness has spoken of the 
Red Cross, which causes me to think that it may be that the 
contribution was really to the Red Cross and that the Red 
Cross was handling' the work, I don't know. I would be 
glad to have the truth, but I don't want to have the record 
so muddy that we don't know what the facts are. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The witness has already testi¬ 
fied. I believe, that he learned of it some time during the 
last three-quarters of the year. 

Mr. Moore: Xo. I think that was the Community Chest, 
he said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh. that’s right. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, do you know whether the 

10933 Bethlehem Steel Company contribution was made 
to the Red Cross or to the Flood Relief, or just who 

it was made to? 

Mr. Moore: Well, that does not answer the question, 
what do we mean by flood relief? It may have been made 
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to the Red Cross and yet made to the flood relief, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, or it might have been made to some organization 
that would be entitled to flood relief or some similar name, 
and the money may have been made, or paid directly to that 
organization. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, probably Mr. Campbell 
can help us out. Tell us what you know, to whom the 
money, to whom the contribution, was made. 

The Witness: My understanding is that the actual con- 
tribuation was made to the Red Cross. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And was it to be used for a 
specific purpose, was that the terms under which the con¬ 
tribution was made? 

The Witness: Well, 1 think it went out of Johnstown to 
the Red Cross, while it wasn't earmarked for Johnstown, 
the amount contributed, plus additional money, was ex¬ 
pended by the Red Cross in Johnstown. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think that is clear as to the 
method and to whom— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, I believe you also testified that 
the Bethlehem Steel Company made certain eontri- 

10934 but ions toward furnishing transportation toward 
getting the Bonus Army out of Johnstown; how do 

you know that ? A. Well, that has been a period of years. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When was that, do you recall, 
Mr. Campbell? 

The Witness: Oh, couldn't it have been in 1932, maybe 
1931? It was during Hoover's administration, I feel rather 
confident. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) President Hoover’s administration? 
A. I think so. 

Q. Do you recall whether or not there was some sort of 
a committee appointed to raise the money ? A. I was not 
active in community affairs at that time. 

10935 Q. How do you know that they did contribute 
money to get the Bonus Army out of Johnstown? A. 

I don’t recall who it was, somebody, as I recall it, stated 
that several people in town had contributed towards the 
expense of furnishing the transportation. 
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Q. Was Bethlehem Steel Company mentioned? A. I 
think Bethlehem Steel Company was mentioned as one of 
the contributors. 

Q. Was it generally known, would you say ? A. It was 
generally known that somebody provided transportation. 

Mr. Moore: I have forgotten, Mr. Examiner—was there 
testimony as to what we mean by “Bonus Army”? What 
was it? How it happened to get here, things of that sort? 
I think the record should show— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo. 

Mr. Moore: Xobcdv will know what we are talking 
about, it seems to me: may we not develop what the Bonus 
Army was, how it happened to get here and so forth, so 
that the record may be clear? 

Mr. Shawe: I will be glad to- do it, the only thing is, it 
was mentioned on direct examination. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Was there a Bonus Army in Johns¬ 
town ? 

Mr. Moore: Well- 
10936 The Witness: There was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was the Bonus 

Army ? 

The Witness: Well, when you say “Johnstown”—the 
confines of Johnstown—not in the corporate limits. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean “Greater Johns¬ 
town”? 

The Witness: That is right. 

Mr. Moore: Might we have the witness explain to us 
just what he and counsel are talking about so we will have 
the record show clearly what it was, and how it happened 
to- get here ? 

The Witness: Well hack, as I say, I think it was in the 
last period of the Hoover Administration, there were a 
group of ex-servicemen had gone to Washington and had 
encamped there for a period of days, soliciting certain as¬ 
sistance from the government. 

And former Mayor McOloskey in Johnstown went down 
and addressed the Bonus Army and invited them to come 
to Johnstown. And I think as a result of a group of trucks, 
they received transportation from the Washington Dis¬ 
trict up and into the District of Johnstown. 
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It not only included the men themselves, but quite a few 
of them had their wives and families with them, quite a 
number of them. They stopped just before you come to 
Cambria County, up about live miles from town, here, at 
what is known as Ideal Park, and were quartered 

10937 there for a period of days, and the sanitary condi¬ 
tions became such that an epidemic could have bro¬ 
ken out at any moment. 

Realizing that and that they were stranded here, it be¬ 
came a civic responsibility to have some people to get to¬ 
gether sufficient facilities to transport these people back 
to their homes or to whatever point they would request 
transportation, and that was done. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) And that is when the money was 
raised.’ A. That is my understanding, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: So we won't repeat it, Mr. 
Moore, does that sufficiently detail it. to meet your idea and 
your purpose, here? 

Mr. Moore: It is not quite clear that the Bonus Army 
that came here was the same group, or whatever we may 
call them, of men that had gone down to Washington in 
connection with the securing of money from the govern¬ 
ment. 

The Witness: It would not have to be the same number; 
I don't think they all came here. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It was part of it, as I under¬ 
stood it. 

The Witness: Oh, there was a substantial crowd of 
them—into the hundreds. 

10938 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Campbell, does the 
Johnstown Chamber of Commerce have a Board of 

Directors? A. It does. 

Q. Did it have a Board of Directors during the month 
of June, 1937? A. Yes. sir. 

Q. And did it have a Board of Directors when you were 
first engaged as the director, I believe you said, of the 
Chamber of Commerce? A. I don't know how to answer 
that because the Board that was in the old chamber—the 


old chamber was an institution that had virtually ceased to 
function. But I don't know whether it was with the stroke 


of the clock or previous to the stroke of the clock, before or 
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after, that that Board automatically resigned, and a new 
Board was created, but— 

Q. Well, the new Board that was created, after you went 
with the Chamber of Commerce, if I may use that expres¬ 
sion. is that the same Board of Directors in existence at the 
present time.’ 

Mr. Moore: Just a moment, please, may we have the 
question read ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read it. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the question as above 
set forth.) 

10939’ Mr. Moore: Well, 1 think the question is objec- 
; tionnble. It assumes a state of facts not in evi¬ 
dence. lie says, --The new Board that was created” when 
he went with the chamber. That is just the information 
that is sought, whether there was a new board or not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the question is not clear, 
Mr. Shawe. Would you rephrase that question? 

Mr. Shawe: All right. 

(). (By Mr. Shawe) Was there a new Board of Direc¬ 
tors appointed immediately after you became a director of 
the Chamber of Commerce? A. There was not. 

Q. Well, who were the members of the Board of Direc¬ 
tors at the time you were engaged as director of the Cham¬ 
ber of Commerce? A. I was not engaged by a Board of Di¬ 
rectors. 

Q. What are the powers of the Board of Directors? 

Mrs. Moore: Oh, I think we ought to have the by-laws, 
if we are going into the question of the powers. 

Trial Examiner Blc-om: I would think so. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, generally speaking, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Moore: Well— 

The Witness: Is there anything specific ? 

Mr. Moore: Whv should we guess? 

10940 Trial Examiner Bloom: Why guess about that? 

If they had by-laws, and they are material, put the 
by-laws in. 

The Witness: I think what Mr. Shawe is after— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo. 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Is Mr. Sidney D. Evans a member 
of the Beard of Directors of the Johnstown Chamber of 
Commerce? A. You say **Is he"? 

Q. Yes, sir. A. Yes. 

Q. "Was he a member of the Board of Directors during 
the month of June. 1937? A. Well, you haven't got the 
Board created yet. 

Q. Well. I am asking you if he was a member of the 
Board of Directors during the month of June, 1937? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. And was Ralph Hough— 

Mr. Moore: Now, just a minute. Mr. Shawe, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer. uses the word ‘•during." What does he mean? 
And does the witness understand that lie means it? Does 
he only mean going back one day ? ••During" means to my 
mind every day of the year. 

10941 Trial Examiner Bloom: That is as I understand 
it. If you want it to mean for part of a month, then I 

think your question should state “at some time." 

Mr. Shawe: We have specified the time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If vou mean “at anv time”. 
And then if you want a specific time. why. say the specific 
date, and then we know just what you mean. 

Mr. Shawe: I mean the entire month of June, 1937. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you so understand that? 
The Witness: Well, I understood the year of ‘37, the 
entire year. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Was Mr. Sidney D. Evans a mem¬ 
ber of the Board of Directors of the Johnstown Chamber of 
Commerce during the entire year of 1937? A. lie was. 

Q. Was Mr. Ralph Hough a member of the Board of Di¬ 
rectors of the Johnstown Chamber of Commerce during the 
year 1937? A. He was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How many directors are there? 
The Witness: It is variable, from fifteen to eighteen. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: What accounts for the varia¬ 
tion? 1 mean— 

The Witness: Why. if the chairman or president of the 
three affiliated organizations are members of the 

10942 Board of Directors—and if they happen to be on 
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the Board of Directors, tliev naturallv become one and the 
same person. 

Trial Examiner Blc-oni: 1 see. But they could be— 

The Witness: Thev could be either fifteen or they could 
be sixteen, seventeen or eighteen. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let me ask, if a man serves 
in there as two capacities, he would not have two votes? 
There would only be fifteen, if the presidents of the organi¬ 
zations were directors, is that right? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) 1 asked you, Mr. Campbell, Friday, 
to check the membership list. A. Pardon me? 

Q. I believe I asked you on Friday to check with the mem¬ 
bership records of the Johnstown Chamber of Commerce, 
to ascertain whether certain people were, members of the 
Johnstown Chamber of Commerce. Did you do that ? 

The Witness: Previous to that. Mr. Examiner, I think 
we ought to clear the point of the Board of Directors. Mr. 
Shawe asked if they were appointed. A Board of Direc¬ 
tors is never appointed. And I had to answer his question 
in the negative. 

10943 Mr. Shawe: I didn’t ask him that, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, clear it up, if 
you want to tell us how they became directors—is that what 
vou had in mind ? 

The Witness: Yes. sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

The Witness: Why, they are elected at a membership 
meeting. His inference was that somebody would just cre¬ 
ate a Board of Directors. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo,—it is an inference, but the 
evidence was not clear. I am glad you cleared it up. 

Q. (Bv Mr. Shawe) Do vou know Mr. E. L. Roberts ? 
A. I do. * 

Q.'Is he a member of the Board of Directors? A. He is 
not. 

Q. Was he ever a member of the Board of Directors, in 
so far as you know? A. T believe he was at one time. 

Q. Xow, with reference to the names that I asked you to 
check with the membership records, did you do that over the 
weekend? A. I did. 
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Q. Do vcu have That information here, sir/ A. I do have. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: If you are going to get 
10944 into something new. Mr. Sliawe, suppose we defer 
it until two o'clock. 

Mr. Shawe: All right. 

Trial Examine 1 !- Bloom: Two o'clock—in capital let¬ 
ters. 

(Thereupon, at 12:30 o'clock p.m., a recess was taken 
until two o'clock p.m.) 


1 ()948 A ff ( J r Rsrpss 

(Thereupon, the hearing was resumed, pursuant to re¬ 
cess. at two o'clock p. m.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Shawe? 

Lawrence Campbell resumed the stand as a witness by 
and on behalf of the Respondents, and having been previ¬ 
ously sworn, testified further as follows: 

Mr. Shawe: I think there was a pending question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Strike the pending question. 

Cross-Examination (Continued) 

< t >. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Campbell, do you recall that 
Friday I asked you if you would check the membership rec¬ 
ords with the Chamber of Commerce to ascertain whether 
or not certain people were members of the Johnstown 
Chamber of Commerce: did you check your records for that 
information? A. I did. 

Q. Can you tell me if Mr. S. D. Baumer is a member of 
the Johnstown Chamber of Commerce? A. I wonder if 
you would check your list against this list? There seems 
to be a mistake in it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean the entire list? 

The "Witness: Xo, if lie would call the names off, how 
many names do you have on your list? 

10949 Mr. Shawe: Well. I don't recall just how many 
names T gave you. I think they are in the record. 

The Witness: Well, if you have a list there that you 
called the names from— 
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Mr. Shawe: I did not rend them all off the list that I 
had in front of me at the time. Does someone have a Fri¬ 
day's record? 

Mr. Moore: We have it here, I think. 

The Witness: Yon mean you had a complete list of the 
Chamber ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that necessary for this par¬ 
ticular question ? 

Mr. Shawe: Xo, it isn't. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Don't let's go through all this, 
ask your specific question and if you know the answer to 
the particular question, Mr. Campbell— 

The Witness: Well, here. Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We won't have to go through 
the whole list. 

Tlu f ‘ Witness: I checked with him on a number and he 
said 4*2. was it not. that he gave me. and 42 is what I have 
here, the name of Phillips appears twice. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, then, possibly one is left 
out, but it is not too important for the answer to this par¬ 
ticular question. 

B-950 (). (By Mr. Shawe) Can you tell me if Mr. S. D. 

I': 1 timer is a member of the Johnstown Chamber of 
Commerce ? 

Mr. Moore: Will you spell the last name? 

Mr. Shawe: B-a-u-m-e-r. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mi-. Shawe) Can you tell me where Mr. Baumer 
is employed, if your records show that information? A. It 
does not show. 

Q. Can you tell me if Mr. G. R. Baer is a member of the 
Johnstown Chamber of Commerce? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How do you spell that? 

Mr. Shawe: B-a-e-r. 

The Witness: He is. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Could you tell me if Mr. W. H. Ben¬ 
nett is a member of the Johnstown Chamber of Commerce? 
A. He is. 

Q. Mr. A. G. Bergman, is he a member of the Johnstown 
Chamber of Commerce? A. He is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The middle letter— 

Mr. Moore: What is the middle letter? 

Mr. Shawe: “G” 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: *‘G'\ 

Mr. Moore: Will you spell the last name? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you spell that for 

10951 us, please, Mr. Campbell? 

The Witness: B-e-r-g-m-a-n. 

( t ). (By Mr. Shawe) Would you tell me if Mr. B. A. 
Blunie is a member of the Johnstown Chamber of Com¬ 
merce? A. He is. 

Q. R. F. Campbell a member of the Johnstown Chamber 

of Commerce ? A. Yes. 

Q. Is II. R. Coulson a member of the Johnstown Chamber 
of Commerce? A. Yes. 

Q. Mr. II. M. Crossett a member of the Johnstown Cham- 
ber of Commerce ? A. Crossett, I believe, yes. 

Q. Mr. Harry W. Darr a member of the Johnstown Cham¬ 
ber of Commerce ? 

Mr. Moore: How do you spell that? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How do you spell that, 1 am 
sorry, Mr. Moore—how do you spell that? 

The Witness: D-a-r-r. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. L. M. Donnelly a member of the 
Johnstown Chamber of Commerce? A. Yes. 

Q. D-o-n-n-e-l-l-y. 

Mr. Moore: Two “n’s"? 

10952 The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Francis Dunn a member 
of the Chamber of Commerce? A. Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How is that last name spelled? 
The Witncs: D-u-n-n. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

0. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Frank Ernest a member of the 
Johnstown Chamber of Commerce? A. Yes. 

Mr. Moore: How do you spell that last name, please? 
Tlu* Witness: E-r-n-e-s-t. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. C. J. Epplev a member of the 
Johnstown Chamber of Commerce? A. Yes. 

0. How do you spell the last name? A. E-p-p-l-e-y. 

Q. Mr. W. C. Frank a member of the Johnstown Cham¬ 
ber of Commerce? A. Yes. 

Q. Mr. T. F. Gallagher a member of the Johnstown 
Chamber of Commerce? A. Yes. 

Mr. Moore: How do you spell the last name, please? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you spell it for 

10953 us, please? 

The Witness: G-a-l-l-a-g-h-e-r. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr.—middle initial T. Harrison, a 
member of the Johnstown Chamber of Commerce? I don't 
know what his (irst initial is. A. Well, I checked on the 
name Harrison and there is a member by that name. 

Q. Was it— A. I did not check on the initials, there is 
only one Harrison. 

Q. There is only one Harrison? A. Yes. 

Q. Ami is his middle initial T? A. I don't recall, sir. 

Q. Is one of his initials T? A. I don't recall, I did not 
get that from your list, so I did not put it on here. 

Q. Is Mr. E. H. Hollenback a member of the Johnstown 
Chamber of Commerce? A. Yes. 

Q. How do you spell that? A. H-o-l-l-e-n-b-a-c-k. 

(}. Mr. F. E. Howells a member of the Johnstown Cham¬ 
ber of Commerce? A. Yes. 

10954 Q. How do vou spell his last name? A. H-o-w- 
e-l-l-s. 

Q. Mr. T. W. Kern a member of the Johnstown Chamber 

of Commerce? A. He is. 

Mr. Moore: The last name is spelled how, please? 

The Witness: Iv-e-r-n. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. II. A. Marlev a member of the 
Johnstown Chamber of Commerce? A. He is. 

Q. Spell the last name. A. M-a-r-l-e-y. 

< c >. Mr. E. O. Murray a member of the Johnstown Cham¬ 
ber of Commerce? A. Murray? 

Q. Yes. A. Yes. 

(>. How do you spell the last name? A. M-u-r-r-a-v. 
Haven't you skipped a name. Miller? 

Q‘ Yes. Thank you. Mr. W. E. Miller a member of the 
Johnstown Chamber of Commerce? A. Yes. 

Q. Mr. D. W. O'Leary? A. Yes. 

10955 Q. A member of the Johnstown Chamber of Com¬ 
merce? A. He is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the last part of the ques¬ 
tion will l)e understood with this list, just give the names. 
0. CRv Mr. Shawe) B. E. Penrod? A. Yes. 

O. tt. W. Phillips? A. Yes. 

Q. H. M. Quickel, I believe. A. H. M., I have I\. M. 

Q. K. M., I am sorry, you are right. A Yes. 
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Q. Mr. H. F. Raab? A. Yes. 

Q. Mr. E L. Roberts? A I think you gave the name 
Ewart Roberts yesterday. 

Q. That’s correct. A. On Friday. 

Q. Yes. A. Yes. 

Q. Mr. G. AY. Rodgers? A. Yes. 

Q. Mr. P. J. Scott? A. Yes. 

10956 Q. Air. 0. AY. Schwartz? A. Yes. 

Q. Mr. E. AY. Trexlor? A. Yes. 

Q. Air. H. E. Trout? A. Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How do you spell that name? 
Air. Shawe: T-r-o-u-t, is that correct, Mr. Campbell? 
Tlie AYitness: That is my spelling. 

Q. (Bv Air. Shawe) H. P. Veil? A. Yes. 

Q. Air. C. T. AA~ard? A. Yes. 

Q. Air. A T . R. AATiite? A. Yes. 

Q. Air. J. F. AYilbur? A. Yes. 

Q. Air. Sidney D. Evans? A. Yes. 

Q. Air. Ray Ellicott? A. I have C. R. Ellicott. 

Q. I am sorry. Air. C. R. Ellicott? A. Yes. 

Q Air Hough? A. I have a Air. Ralph E. Hough. 

10957 Q. Yes, sir. A. Yes. 

Q. Xow can you tell me whether the names that I 
have just read, whether those people were also members 
of the Johnstown Chamber of Commerce during the month 
of June, 1937? A. I think so. 

Q. AVell. Air. Campbell— 

Air. Aloore: Air. Examiner, might we have the latter part 
of the list read. Air. Shawe read them so fast I did not get 
them. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Air. Shawe) Air. Campbell, do your records in¬ 
dicate whether a particular member represents some par¬ 
ticular concern? 

Air. Aloore: AYell, what do you mean by “represents”, 
Air. Examiner, I don’t know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: AAJiat do you mean? 

Air. Shawe: AYell, by that I mean could an individual be 
a member in the Johnstown Chamber of Commerce, or 
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doesn’t lie have to represent some particular concern that 
is in business in the vicinity of Johnstown? 

The Witness: No. many of the members are in- 

10958 dividuals that have no firm connection. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Now, the names that I just 
read to which vou told me those individuals were members 
of the Johnstown Chamber of Commerce, can you tell me 
whether or not your records show whether those men rep¬ 
resent any particular concern? 

Mr. Moore: Well again, Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean affiliated? 

Mr.' Shawe: Affiliated with any particular concern. 

Mr. Moore: Well, that is not— 

The Witness: All these names are parties— 

Mr. Moore: Well, just a moment, “affiliated" does not 
mean anything, it took an Act of Congress to decide what 
affiliate meant in the case of the Income Tax Law. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: All of these names submitted by you are 
not affiliated with Bethlehem Steel. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Any of them affiliated with Bethle¬ 
hem Steel ? A. There are some of them that I know are. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Which ones are affiliated with 

10959 Bethlehem Steel Company, according to your rec¬ 
ords? A. Well, the record does not show that they 

are affiliated with Bethlehem. 

Q. What do your records show? A. The name of the in¬ 
dividual, as a member. 

Q. Well, does Bethlehem Steel Company hold any mem¬ 
berships in the Johnstown Chamber of Commerce? A. 
Not as a corporation. 

Q. Does it hold a membership in any capacity whatso¬ 
ever ? 

Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner, it seems to me this 
is altogether indefinite. Bethlehem Steel Company is only 
a corporation, and one of the things I have noted about 
the question, it can’t do anything except as a corporation, 
for that is its only existence: therefore it is not a member. 
Now 1 what good will questioning do, to make it such? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the witness knows—used 
the phrase—we are entitled to know, he said, “Xot as a cor¬ 
poration.” 

What do you mean by that? 
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The Witness: Well, there is not a corporate member¬ 
ship. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Campbell, I believe you told us 
on Friday Bethlehem Steel Company had forty mem- 

10960 bers. Who were they? 

Mr. Moore: I— 

Mr. Shawe: Let me finish my question. 

Mr. Moore: All right, finish your question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Finish your question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I believe you told us, Mr. Camp¬ 
bell, that Bethlehem Steel Company had forty persons who 
were members of tiie Johnstown Chamber of Commerce. Is 
that correct? 

Mr. Moore: I object to it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, no. 

Mr. Moore: There is no such testimony in the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo such testimony in the rec¬ 
ord. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I believe you told us Bethlehem 
Steel Company had forty memberships in the Johnstown 
Chamber of Commerce. 

Mr. Moore: I object to that. Xo such testimony. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo such testimonv. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you recall what you did say with 
reference to forty memberships? 

Mr. Moore: Why do we have to have the witness tell us 
what he said? Tie has answered the question once. That 
is enough, isn’t it? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He has told us once. How 

10961 manv times do we have to 2:0 over this? 

Mr. Shawe: I don't happen to have the testimony 
in front of me, Mr. Examiner. I wanted to base a question 
on it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He said there are forty em¬ 
ployees of Bethlehem Steel Company who are members of 
the Johnstown Chamber of Commerce. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know the names? 

Mr. Moore: Xow I object—of course I object to that, Mr. 
Examiner, on the ground he did not know, he had no way 
of knowing whether they were emplyees or not. 

Mr. Shawe: As a mater of fact— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That was his statement, that 
is what he said. 
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Mr. 1 Moore: Well, it was over my objection. 

Mr. Sliawe: Mr. Examiner, I submit— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the answer that was 
given— 

Mr. Moore: I know, but I think, if I remember correctly, 
I objected to it and moved to strike it out on the ground 
that the witness didn't know. 

Mr. Sliawe: Mr. Examiner, I submit I don't know how 
respondents' counsel knows what the witness may know. 
The witness may know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

10962 1 Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Can you tell me, Mr. Camp¬ 
bell, the names of the forty employees of Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company who are members of the Johnstown 
Chamber of Commerce? A. I cannot. 

Q. Bo your records show the names of the forty em¬ 
ployees of the Bethlehem Steel Company who are members 
of the Johnstown Chamber of Commerce? A. The records 
do not show their employment. 

Q. Well, does the record show anything at all with ref¬ 
erence to these forty people? A. With reference to the 
Bethlehem Steel Company? 

Mr. Moore: What does that mean, Mr. Examiner? I 
don't understand the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Maybe the witness can help us 
out. Do you understand it, Mr. Campbell? 

The Witness: Well, the only answer I can make there is 
that Bethlehem contributes a certain amount of money, and 
the people listed here votes the individual ballots. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would vou explain that more 
fully? 

The Witness: That for each $25 membership there is 
one individual member. And that means that there is one 
eligible vote, and the ballots are mailed out to these in¬ 
dividuals. 

10963 Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Which individuals? A. The 
individuals on this list. 

Q. The list that you just read to me? A. Well, which is 
the list that you read to me. 

Q. I see. And they—those forty men that we just went 
over—represent the so-called—if I may call it that—Bethle¬ 
hem membership? 
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Mr. Moore: I object to it, “represent a so-called Beth¬ 
lehem membership”. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Mr. Moore: There is nothing in here— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, is that what is known as the 
Bethlehem membership ? 

Mr. Moore: I object to tha. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer that. 

The Witness: They are individual memberships. The 
office recognizes these individuals as having those forty 
memberships divided among themselves. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did the Bethlehem Steel Company 
pay for their membership? A. I can’t answer that defi¬ 
nitely. I do not handle the finances of the office. The mem¬ 
berships are paid . 

Q. Well, how many memberships did the Bethlehem Steel 
Company pay, for the year 1937? 

Mr. Moore: He has already answered the question, as I 
understand. 

10964 Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t think he has an¬ 
swered that question. 

The Witness: I couldn’t state that, I don’t handle the 
finances of the Chamber of Commerce. The office secre¬ 
tary handles the finances in and out of the office. So far 
as specific information on that, I can’t give it to you. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know a Mr. Goldstein, Mr. 
Campbell? A. I know several. 

Q. Do you know a Mr. Goldstein who was affiliated or 
connected with a concern known as Goldstein & Levin? A. 
Very well. 

Q. Do you know what his first name is? A. Joseph. 

10965 Q. How long has he been in Johnstown? A. What 
do you mean by “being in Johnstown”? 

Q. In business, if he is in business in Johnstown? A. Do 
you mean the date that the plant opened, or the date that 
he started to put the plant in operation? 

Q. The date that the plant opened? A. October 12th. 

Q. 19— A. ’36. 

Mr. Moore: May I have the question? I don’t know 
what the question back was. 

(The reported repeated the last three questions and an¬ 
swers as above set forth.) 
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Mr. Moore: "Wliat plant is this we are talking about now? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Whose plant? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Whose plant? A. He says, 44 Gold¬ 
stein & Levin.” 

Mr. Moore: How do you spell this last name? 

The Witness: L-e-v-i-n. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Is that the name of the firm? Gold¬ 
stein & Levin ? A. I think that is the fictitious name. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The what? 

The Witness: The fictitious name that they are 
109(56 trading under. In Pennsylvania, if you register 
other than under your own individual name if you 
are doing business as a partnership, you are doing busi¬ 
ness under the Fictitious Name Act. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What business is the firm engaged 
in? A. Manufacturing. 

Q. ! Where is the business—where is the plant located? 
A. Johnstown. 

Q. Did you ever address the employees of the Goldstein 
& Levin firm ? A. Several times. 

Q. Do you know whether or not Mayor Shields ever ad¬ 
dressed the employees of the firm of Goldstein & Levin? 

Mr. Moore: Now, I think, Mr. Examiner, we have gone 
far enough to show that whatever there is, here, hasn't any 
connection with this case whatever, unless there is some 
connection shown between Goldstein & Levin, or Levine, 
whatever the name is—there is no basis for it in this rec¬ 
ord. 

10967 Mr. Shawe: I will tie it up, Mr. Examiner. I cer¬ 
tainly think it is pertinent to show what was the men¬ 
tal attitude of tins witness toward the unions. 

Mr. Moore: Well what has that got to do with this case, 
his attitude toward the unions? We are not trying unions 
here. 

Mr. Shawe: I certainly think it goes to the credibility of 
the witness, your Honor. 

Mr. Moore: The attitude towards union has to do with 
whether he is telling the truth? 

Mr. Shawe: I want to show his bias and prejudice—I am 
certainly entitled to show that. 

Mr. Moore: A man can tell the truth, even if he is 
biased. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 
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The Witness: Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will entertain a motion to 
strike. 

The Witness: Mr. Examiner, I think—I certainly would 
like to read into the record at this point just one sentence 
that I think should set at ease this entire matter. Only one 
sentence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t know what it is, go 
ahead. 

10968 Mr. Sliawe: Mr. Examiner, I will submit that I 
am entitled to have my question answered. I don’t 

know what Mr. Campbell is taking out of his pocket. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Campbell, when we get 
througli with this, if there is something else you have, you 
will be permitted to say it. But let's finish the questions 
first. 

The Witness: Well, certainly any question at this time 
will not develop this situation to a point that the attorney 
here is trying to do, as well as this one sentence. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, Mr. Campbell, you answer my 
question and then, as the Examiner just stated, at the end 
of my examination you will be permitted— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When we get through, if there 
is something else you think is pertinent, you will be per¬ 
mitted— 

Mr. Shawe: Would you mind putting the paper back in 
your pocket, please? 

(). (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know whether or not Mayor 
Daniel Shields ever addressed the employees of the firm 
of Goldstein & Levin? A. He did. 

Q. Did you introduce Mayor Shields to the em- 

10969 ployees of the firm of Goldstein & Levin? A. I be¬ 
lieve I did. 

Q. Did you also address them on the same occasion? A. 
I think so. 

Q. Do you recall when that was? A. October 12, 1937. 

Mr. Moore: I take it, Mr. Examiner, I have an objection 
to all this line of questioning? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The whole line is in, subject to 
objection and motion to strike. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you recall where you addressed 
the employees of the firm of Goldstein & Levin? A. At a 
meeting of the employees. 
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Q. Where? A. At the Masonic Temple. 

Q. Did you ever address the employees of the firm of 
Goldstein & Levin, in the plant ? A. Oh, several times. 

Q. Did Mayor Shields ever address the employees of 
the firm of Goldstein & Levin, in the plant? A. I think 
perhaps he did. 

Q. Do you recall whether or not you addressed the em¬ 
ployees of the firm of Goldstein & Levin during the month 
of November, 1936? A. On several occasions. 

Q. Do you mean on several occasions during Xo- 

10970 vember, 1936 ? A. I think so. 

Q. Do vou recall whether Mavor Shields addressed 
the employees of Goldstein & Levin during the month of 
November, 1936? A. I can't place the date that he ad¬ 
dressed them. 

Q. Do you recall what Mayor Shields said? A. I do not. 

Q. Do you remember anything that he said at all? A. 
I do not. 

Q. Do you recall whether or not Mayor Shields said in 
words or substance that if the girls joined the union that 
he would get the State Troopers in and stop them? A. No 
such statement as that was made. 

10971 Q. You are sure of that? A. Positive. 

Q. Do you recall what you said to the girls during 
the month of November, 1936, when you addressed them? 
A. I do not. 

Mr. Moore: Well, what are we talking about? Whose 
girls are these, now? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The same girls. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I haven't found out about who the 
first girls were. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Employees. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know how many employees 
were Employed by the firm of Goldstein & Levin during the 
month of November, 1936? A. Near about 200. 

Q. Do you recall making the following statement, that 
there couldn't be any trouble around the factory, because 
you had promised Mr. Goldstein there would not be any 
trouble? A. I did not. 

Q. If he moved to Johnstown? A. I did not. 

10972 1 Q. Do you recall making the statement to the em¬ 
ployees of Goldstein & Levin that if the girls wanted 
a union, that you had a union for them to sign up in, that 
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they should come up to see you before they joined any 
union ? A. 1 did not. 

Q. Did Mr. Goldstein ever tell you that certain of his em¬ 
ployees had joined a union? A. Well, Goldstein said that 
he had signed a contract with a union making it possible 
for his employees to join the union, but that the union never 
saw fit to send anybody in to sign the girls up, and he wrote 
the union under registered mail asking them why they didn’t 
send somebody in to sign the employees up, and it had never 
been done, to the best of my knowledge. 

Q. Did Mr. Goldstein ever tell you that he had discharged 
the president of the union? A. I didn’t know there was a 
union. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment. Which case 
are we trying? 

The Witness: I don’t know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will grant the motion to strike. 

Mr. Sliawe: Mr. Examiner, you didn't permit me to 
finish. 

10P73 Trial Exaimnor Bloom: I know T didn’t. Go on 
to something else. That goes back to the original 
place where some testimony went in subject to objection. I 
don't recall the first question. 

Mr. Broun: Off the record, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Discussion was held off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. Motion to strike 
is understood to apply with the question beginning, “Do 
you knew Mr. Goldstein'’, and all subsequent questions and 
answers. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever discuss the member¬ 
ship of the union with. Mr. Sidney D. Evans? 

Mr. Moore: Just a moment, please, Mr. Examiner. What 
union ? 

Mr. Sliawe: Strike the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Have you ever discussed the mem¬ 
bership of the Steel Workers’ Organizing Committee with 
Mr. Sidney D. Evans? A. Will you not be more specific 
as 1o what you consider “membership?” 

Mr. Shawe: T think my question is clear, Mr. Exami¬ 
ner. and T think the witness lias answered the question. 
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Mr.-Moore: I think. Mr. Examiner—I was about to say 
this, that from what we have in the record, it does 

10974 not seem to me that the witness should he called upon 
to talk about S. AY. 0. 0., unless it is defined. I am 

sure that I don't know, at the moment, and I don't know 
how the witness can know, unless he has had more experi¬ 
ence than I have had—and I have sat in this case a good 
while. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the witness referred to 
“membership". Well, let's find out from the witness, gen¬ 
erally—Mr. Campbell, during your direct testimony you 
used the terms at various times. “S. AY. O. C.,” and then 
sometimes you would use the expression “Union," I think, 
and then sometimes “the strikers." AYhat did you mean 
by those terms? 

Mr. 1 Moore: AYell. I think, Mr. Examiner, unless you go 
back to this—I believe those terms came in, in questions— 
through questions, and I think T made one objection— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo. I think this is—most of these 
came in on the direct testimony, as T recall, Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore: I don't think so. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don't have the record here, 
but I am sure that during the course of his direct testimony 
he used those three terms, and T was under the impression 
that lie was using them more or less interchangeably. 

Mr. Moore: AYell, if he used them—I don't re- 

10975 member—didn't he refer to terms that had been used 
by others? Or such for instance as in the news¬ 
paper. what the newspapers had said? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I frankly didn't think so. T 
thought—T may be entirely in error— 

Air. Moore: All I want is the record clear. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T think it would be clear— 

Mr. Moore: If you would go back to the testimony of 
Mr. Golden, you will remember how confused the question is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I recall Mr. Golden’s tes¬ 
timony fairly well, and I am interested in what this witness 
meant when he used these various terms. I think we don’t 
have to go beyond that. TTis definition may not be entirely 
legal,! in scope, and yet it has certain meanings to him. I 
think that the important thing is what he meant by that. 
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Mr. Moore: If he were using them onlv as they 
1(>07«') wore used by others, lie can‘t hardly be expected to 
define their use. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I recall when he was telling: us 
about the mooting at the Elks Hall, 01 * Elks Club, Monday 
night, when he was talking about—when he said Mr. Heck¬ 
man said that Mr. "Watkins and the union or some such 
language would not be responsible, or would be responsible 
for— 

Mr. Moore: That is the point I am trying to make, that 
he was tolling what Mr. TTeckman said. Xow. what Mr. 
Heckman meant by 44 the union’* or what Mr. Heckman 
meant by “S. "W. 0. C.** may not be within the knowledge 
of this man at all. 

Trial Exmaminer Bloom: "Well, then, at the meeting 
Tuesday afternoon he had a conference with Mr. "Watkins, 
among others, and T think he said Mr. Watkins—or he asked 
him whether he divided responsibility with any one: and 
he was referring at that time to an organization. 

Unquestionably, if you will recall that, Mr. Moore, when 
he was— 

Mr. Moore: Yes. I remember that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xow, when you use—let’s put 
it this way: When you used the word “organization,” 
there, which is, I think, the word used by Mr. Camp- 
10P77 bell—what were you referring to? 

The Witness: The organization of which Mr. Wat¬ 
kins admitted to be the head. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, what did he say he 
was th bond of, or admitted to be the head? 

The Witness: I don’t think he named it at that time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What did you think it was? 

Mr. Moore: Well— 

The Witness: The organization that was on strike. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, what did you think that 
was? T mean, what organization did you think was on 
strike. 

Mr. "Moore: Well. Mr. Examiner, is that quite fair? 
What difference does it make? Should T be bound by what 
the witness thinks? 

T V ; nl Examine Bloom: Well, after all. he is having a 
conference with a man. I think it is important for him to 
know that he and the other individual that he was talking 
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to was speaking on common grounds, whether they under¬ 
stood each other. One mav have been talking about one 
thing, this man may have misunderstood it and be talking 
about something else. 

It seems to me, unless we have this man's idea of what 
the other chap was talking about— 

10978 Mr. Moore: "Well, it seems to me if you are going 
to ask him whom David Watkins represented, either 

David Watkins or the other party he represented—I can 
hardly testify as to whether you represent somebody. That 
somebody or you are the only competent people to pass on 
that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, just let’s take it this 
way: At the Elks Club Monday night, Mr. Campbell stated 
that he went there with four purposes in mind. One of 
those purposes that he had in mind was to find out the at¬ 
titude of the S. W. 0. C. with reference to violence. That 
is, I am pretty sure, his exact language. Do you recall that. 
Mr .Campbell. 

The Witness: I think so. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, what did you mean by the 
term “S. W. 0. C.” as you used it? In your testimony? 

The Witness: Why, the designation that you saw in the 
newspapers from time to time, which related to the people 
that were on strike. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And does that go back to the 
group that you had in mind when you talked to Mr. Wat¬ 
kins? 

The Witness: That was my understanding, that Mr. 
Watkins was the "Regional head of the same group. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, then, you have used 

10979 the term “union.” from time to time. 

The Witness: Well, it would be the same group. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In other words, to get back to 
my original question, that was all this one group— 

The Witness: That is correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —that Mr. Heckman referred 
to as the “strikers” I believe, and that you were thinking 
of as the “S. W. 0. C.” and then also as “the union,” is 
that correct? 

The Witness: That is correct. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever discuss the member¬ 
ship of this organization which you refer to as “S. W. 0. 
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C." with Mr. Sidney D. Evans? A. I think if you go back 
to Mr. ('aster's testimony you will find that I was a persona 
non grata with Mr. Sidney D. Evans. 
lOhso O. That is not answering my question, Mr. Camp¬ 
bell. Did you ever discuss— A. I don't ever recall 
discussing with Mr. Evans. 

0. Did you ever discuss S. W. O. C. membership with 
Mr. Ellicott? A. T did not. 

Q. During the* year 1 DMT did you ever received any funds 


whatsoever from Mr. Sidney D. Evans? 

Mr. Moore: Now when you talk about “you’’, are you 
referring to—Mr. Examiner, that is—you are referring 
to him personally? Or representing an organization? Or 
what ? 

Mic Shawe: By him personally or as a representative 
of any organization. 

The "Witness: I did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you at any time during the 
year 19.‘»7 receive any funds from anyone purporting to be 
a representative of. or to be acting for. or to be authorized 
to act for. either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation? A. I never received funds from anv- 
hodv. which is broader than your question. 

Q. When I say “you” T mean you, either in the capacity 
of an individual or in connection with any organization? 


A. That : s correct. 


Mr. Moore: Well, I take it, Mr. Examiner, of 
109S1 course, he excludes his personal compensation? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I would assume so. 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

The Witness: Well, I understood it other than that, Mr. 
Moore. 


O. (By Mr. Shawe) That is correct, Mr. Campbell? A. 
I may say. bore. Mr. Examiner, that in my capacity where 
I am forced to make policies and carry policies out, I never 
would impair my -position by handling funds of public or 
semi-public nature. 

O. Mr. Campbell. T believe you testified that the day you 
heard a^ont the strike you were in Philadelphia, is that 
correct? A. I did not. 

0. Where were you when you heard about the strike? 
A. In the east of the Slate. 


5506 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


Q. You were attending' some kind of a convention, of some 
sort? A. That is correct. 

Q. ’Whore was that convention hold? A. The eastern 
part of the State. 

Q. Where? A. It was no town. It was just the hotel 
building. 

Q. Where was the hotel building? A. In the Pocono 
Mountains. 

10082 0. What organization, if there was an organiza¬ 

tion. sponsored the convention? A. The Commer¬ 
cial Secretaries of Pennsylvania. 

O. Ts the Commercial Secretaries Association connected 
with the Chamber of Commerce in any way? A. Xot neces¬ 
sarily. Secretaries and executive officers of the Chamber 
of Commerce are eligible for membership so is a com¬ 
munity chest secretary.—Y. M. C. A. secretaries and what 
have you. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner. T have no further questions 
at this time. Of course, T reserve the right to recall the 
witness when I have secured photostats of the Board’s ex¬ 
hibit—complete photostats of Board’s Exhibit 290-A 
through *290-0 for Identification, inclusive. 

Mr. Moore: Oh.. I think, "Mr. Examiner, that we ought 
nc. re- I io not care about reserving the right to call for 
any evidence about the thing—I should think while coun¬ 
sel are about it. they perhaps had hotter get the originals, 
and not the photostats, so he will know what they are. 

Trial Evaminer Bloom: Apparently he couldn't get the 
original. 


Mr. Moore: Well, I don't know why lie couldn’t: 
10°S2 don't yon think that the Labor Board can borrow 
the originals? 

Mr. Shawe: I can't borrow the originals, Mr. Examiner, 
because that is what the Board tried to secure, was origi¬ 
nals. 1 and the originals I understand it are a part of the 
Senate files. 

Tire Witness: Well, couldn’t an agent of the Senate 
Committee bring the files in? I saw him here just half 
hour or so ago. 

Mr. Shawe: "Mr. Examiner, they are part of the Senate 
Committee files. 

Mr. Moore: I understood counsel this morning— 
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Mr. Shawe: 1 tried to satisfy the best evidence rule by 
securing the photostats of the original. 

Mr. Moore: As i understood counsel this morning, he 
asked the chairman of the Board to secure photostatic copies 
for him. I didn't understand that the original had been 
asked for. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, that is my main reason, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner— 


Mr. Moore: I do not see any reason why the Board needs 
the copies after they have been printed—they have sent 
them to the printer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why, who needs them? The 
Board doesn't have these. 

Mr. Moore: I said, ‘‘the Board*'—I meant the 
P);N4 committee, had sent them to the printer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is something that is 
up to the eommitte, I don't know, but I understand, Mr. 
Moore, as you stated the other day, I believe, that you re¬ 
quested access to these, and they would not permit you to 
have access. 

Mr. Moore: A Veil, I haven't the power of subpoena, in 
the first place, and I haven't the power of the Board. I am 
quite sure that if the Board asked for those papers to bo 
sent up here, they will be sent. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, so far as the subpoena 
power go T think that if you had requested subpoenas for 
these, it might have been issued, if the Board has the power 
to subpoena documents of this kind. I don't know. Frankly, 
I don't believe that the Board can subpoena a document of 
any other governmental agency, or from the Senate. These 
are part of the Senate's files, as I understand, from the 
letter that T received from Mr. Wolilforth this morning. I 
don't believe that the Board could say to the Senate tha f 
the Senate should exhibit those papers to us, that have 
been introduced in evidence and offered in proceedings be¬ 
fore them. 

Mr. Moore: Well, at the time when I asked to see the 
papers, or have photostatic copies made for my own 
10PS5 information purely, the Committee refused, because 
they had not been printed. Apparently now they 
have been sent to the printer. Whether they have been 
printed or not. I don't know. But I repeat what I said this 
morning, that it seems to me that Respondents’ Exhibit 130 
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having’ been admitted in evidence, and the only question 
being as to whether that correctly sets forth the list of 
names who signed at the Elks Club on Monday evening, 
June 14th. really there is no need of— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We don't know whether it cor- 

reetlv sets forth— 

* 

Mr. Moore: You have checked it. You had it checked. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don't know. 

Mr. Moore: You got it here, checked. You sent down 
and asked to have it checked. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly I sent down, and that 
is what has raised the whole thing this morning. The reply 
that I got from the Senate Committee differs with the ex¬ 
hibit as introduced in evidence. 

Mr. Moore: It differs only in that there are a few addi¬ 
tions on it. and I submit to you, sir, that the addresses— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: More than that. There are 
names— 

109S6 Mr. Moore: What? There are names? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There are additional 

names. 

Mr. Moore: I don't think so. There are—there are 
sixty-six names on the list, and the other two—it is per- 
fo-dy cTm;* i:i the record of the committee that the two 
sheets one and two, they call them, had been stamped and 
attached to them, and are now in evidence here, and 
that those sheets were not a part of the record that was 
made at the Elks Club. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that is the very thing 
that is— 

Mr. Moore: Well, it is perfectly clear from the rec¬ 
ord before the committee itself— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I disagree with you. Mr. Moore. 
T don't think it is clear. T fail to see how this record can 
be in any way said to contain redundant evidence, if these 
documents are actually put in evidence. But then there is 
no ouestion about it— 

Mr. Moore: I am invoking the best evidence rule, and 
I say there is no reason why you—if you want to put in 
the originals, get them: they are in existence and they can 
he had. I am sure. Mr. Campbell— 

T rial Examiner Bloom: Well, if that were the case, I 
will simply strike Respondents’ Exhibit 130, if we are going 
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to invoke a rule of that kind. Here we have a letter 
10987 from the Secretary of the Committee which has the 
original documents, telling us the status under which 
those documents are held, and apparently that is not satis¬ 
factory. I have requested Board's counsel to procure, if 
they care to go ahead with this further evidence, photo¬ 
stats of the front of the exhibit and the back of the exhibit, 
so that there can he no question as to whether or not the 
“Elks Lodge" appears on the back of some of these papers. 
Well, when that information is forthcoming, as I assume 
it will l)e, then there is no question about these. 

Mr. Moore: Well— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And Mr. Campbell can probably 
answer at that time whether or not the photostats are copies, 
or exact photostats of the documents that he turned over to 
the Senate Committee. 

Mr. Moore: Well, are the addresses of any pertinency? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tt is not a question of determin¬ 
ing the addresses, it is a question of accuracy. 

Mr. Moore: Well now we have the question of whether 
these addresses were put on by the people who wrote them, 
or by somebody else: and we are sure that we have now in 
evidence all of the names. We are sure of— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am not sure. 

Mr. Moore: What is that? 

1098S Mr. Shawe: I am not sure of it, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am not sure. 

Mr. Moore: Well, you have got in evidence, now, every¬ 
thing you have got. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean, “everything 
that we have got?” 

Mr. Moore: All—you put in as exhibits 291-A, and B, 
the first and second sheet so-called: those are in evidence. 
And you have in evidence on that list, Respondents’ Ex¬ 
hibit 130, all of the names that are on the other seven 
sheets, so it seems to me— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How do we know that, aside 
from the testimony of this man? 

Mr. Moore: All you have got to do is to examine it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What are we to compare it with ? 

Mr. Moore: Compare that with Respondents’ Exhibit 
130, with what you have received as the photostatic copies 
—the authentic copies of all they have. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: But the pliotostatic copies aren't 
in evidence. 

Mr. Moore: I know they are not, but we admitted Ex¬ 
hibit 130, as I understood it, with the understanding that it 
would be checked. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: And with the arrangement that if it 
109S9 did not contain all of the names, the names would be 
added. Xow it does contain all of the names, I think 
—I have not checked it, but it is a very easy matter to check 
it. We do not have to have in evidence the thing with which 
to check, in order to find out whether the thing that is 
checked is correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, where we can get photo¬ 
static copies of the original documents, I am certainly not 
going 1 to turn them down, since the Senate Sub-Committee 
has indicated a willingness to furnish the Board with those 
tilings: 1 know of no reason why they should not go in evi¬ 
dence. It mav be that it won't be necessarv to recall Mr. 
• % 

Campbell for it at all. because of his testimony this morn¬ 
ing, if the photostats coming through show, as they may, 
that the signatures of some of the persons at the Elks ITall 
were 1 written on the back of the paper: my guess is that a 
stipulation could be agreed upon by counsel, and the docu¬ 
ments put in at that time. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I will not consent to admitting them 
for anything other than the signatures. The addresses can 
only be determined. I judge, either by the person who wrote 
the riame or by some—possibly some handwriting expert, if 
the person who wrote the name is unavailable. 

1009b Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, but Mr. Campbell 
should be in a position, with an exact photostat of the 
document that he turned over, to tell us the status of what 
was on those documents when he turned them over. 

Mr. Moore: But that is not the point. If, as he says, that 
the addresses in some cases, at least, may have been writ¬ 
ten on. after the slips or the sheets were received by him, 
and before he turned them over to the LaFollette Commit¬ 
tee,— 

10991 Trial Examiner Bloom: The question is whether 
or not the photostats are now in the condition that 
they were, that the original document was in, or rather if 
the photostats correctly reflect the condition of the docu- 
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ment when it was turned over to the Senate sub-Committee. 

Mr. Moore: What does it prove, what are we really try¬ 
ing to prove, if the photostats or the originals are today in 

the same condition that thev were when thev were turned 

* % 

over to the LaFollette Committee it doesn't prove that 
those slips are the same as they were when they were re¬ 
ceived by Mr. Campbell from the individuals at the Elks 
Club meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: My point is this, Mr. Moore, if 
we can get copies of the exact documents with the minimum 
of effort, I certainly know of no reason why we should rely 
on a typewritten list which may not be entirely accurate, 
that is all. I see no harm whatever in putting in the exact 
document, photostats of the documents themselves, if we 
are reasonably satisfied that they are photostats of the 
exact documents. 

Mr. Moore: But we were asking for the names. 130 
was introduced purely for the purpose of getting in the 
record the names of members, who became such at the meet¬ 
ing at the Elks Club on June 14th. Xow you have the 
papers that you received and in two minutes they 
10992 can be checked against Respondents' Exhibit 130 and 
if the names check out you find all the names on one 
that are on the other, why, if that is so it seems to me that 
that is the end of the case. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the papers I have received 
wouldn't clearly indicate that, and the documents that 
Board's counsel procured you objected to when they were 
offered in evidence. At any rate, there is absolutely noth¬ 
ing here at this time and the Board may reserve the right 
to recall Mr. Campbell for further cross examination when, 
as and if it procures photostats which are more complete 
than the photostates they have at present. 

The Witness: That means that I am dismissed now! 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xot right now, but when this 
particular examination is concluded you will be excused sub¬ 
ject to recall for further cross examination if the Board 
gets photostats of these documents you have turned over 
to the Civil Liberties Committee. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I understand the cross examination 
will be limited— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: To that, and that is all. Do you 
have any further examination! 
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Mr. Moore: Yes, I have. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I have a few questions, if 

10993 you care to— 

Mr. Moore: Go ahead with them, and I will wait. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose I get through with that. 

Mr. Moore: I will wait. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And it may be that that will 
eliminate some of the questions. 

Examination bv the Chair 
% 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Mr. Campbell, I believe 
you told us that when you went to the Elks Club on Monday 
night, that is the first meeting of the Citizens’ Committee, 
that you had four things in mind as you phrased it. The 
first one was as to the situation regarding violence, and I 
believe you stated that you were like a man that had just 
come from the trenches, you knew about that first-hand. 

Then vour second was vou wanted to know the attitude of 
the S. IV. 0. C. with respect to violence. 

Tlie third was the attitude of the civil authorities, I think 
you phrased it. 

And the fourth was of the Bethlehem Steel Company. 
Xow as regards the second point, I believe you stated, and 
correct me if I am wrong, please, that Mr. "Watkins had 
said, according to Mr. Heckman, who reported on a meet¬ 
ing that he had had with Mr. Watkins the previous 

10994 evening, that he. meaning Watkins, would not as¬ 
sume responsibility for violence and, secondly, sub¬ 
scribed to the use of vile names: is that substantially cor¬ 
rect as to what occurred ? A. That is correct. 

Q. Well now, up until this time— 

Mr. Moore: Just a moment, Mr. Examiner, please, may 1 
interrupt you? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

Mr. Moore: Do you mean by that that he would not sub¬ 
scribe to the use of vile names 1 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Or that he subscribed, I didn’t 
think I had it negative. 

Mr. Moore: You had a negative before it and I could 
not tell which— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you for correcting that, 
Mr. Moore, I meant to state it affirmatively, that he sub¬ 
scribed to the use of vile names. 
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Mr. Moore: That is my memory. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Up until this time had 
you ever heard from other sources what the attitude of the 
S. W. 0. C. would be with respect to violence? A. I had 
never talked to anybody that had talked to any of them. 

Q. So that your purpose then, one of the purposes, 

10995 you had in mind in going to the meeting then was 
to learn of the attitude of the S. W. 0. C.? A. That's 

right. 

Q. Well now, as a result of the meeting and the state¬ 
ments that were made there, did you form an opinion at that 
time, that is at the Monday night meeting, of the position 
of the S. \V. O. 0. with respect to violence ? A. Why, that 
violence was taking place among the people that were work¬ 
ing in their interest, whether thev mav have been members 
I don't know that. 

Q. I don't think I said members, my question was whether 
or not you formed—as I understand it—you wanted to find 
out the attitude of the S. W. 0. C. in respect to violence 
and that was one of the things you hoped to learn from the 
meeting? A. That's right. 

Q. Now was that hope fulfilled, state it that way, do you 
feel that you learned the attitude of the S. W. 6. C.? A. 
I did not go there hoping that that would be fulfilled, it 
was the information that I got from the meeting that Mr. 
Watkins knew of violence and refused to assume the respon¬ 
sibility for it. 

Q. Well then, going back to the statement I think as you 
made it that you wanted to find out the attitude, what atti¬ 
tude would you say then the S. W. 0. C. took with 

10996 respect to violence? A. That it was permitted. 

Q. Xow was that an opinion that you formed as a 
result of what went on at the meeting? A. Plus my own 
first-hand information. 

Q. I see, and when you refer to violence what do you 
mean or what did you mean at that time, what did you have 
in mind when you were thinking in terms of violence? A. 
An act other than an approach through reason based upon 
fact. 

Q. Well, specifically, we had a strike situation here, would 
you say that the things that occurred on the picket lines, 
calling the names, throwing of stones and things of that 
kind, would you call those, were you thinking of those as 
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acts of violence or threats? A. Certainly the use of bodily 
contact, the hurling of missiles and the making of state¬ 
ments' of bodily harm would be covered under violence and 
intimidation. 

Q. I think you told us upon your direct examination of 
one instance where some man was trying to get through the 
picket line, T believe you said, and was weaving in and out 
like a football player, or something like that. A. That was 
1 shortly after three o'clock on the afternoon of 

10997 dune 14th. 

Q. Well, would you refer to that as an act of vio¬ 
lence? A. That is an act of violence. 

Q. 1 just wanted to get your idea. A. That is an act of 
violence under any other time if a policeman had been there 
he would have arrested the man that was hitting the man— 

Mr. Moore: May I interrupt? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oertainlv. 

Mr. Moore: Do you mean that the weaving of a man 
through a picket line is an act of violence? 

The Witness: Xo. I understood— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I meant the whole situation, the 
man trying to go through and the others by bodily contact 
attempting to prevent his going through, I think the wit¬ 
ness probably understood it, is that the way— 

The Witness: The violence was the thing that caused 
him to weave hi> way to get out of line, out of the line. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Xow were you of that 
same opinion that you have told us about at the time of your 
conference on Tuesday afternoon with Mr. Watkins and the 
others? A. Tuesday? 

0. That is at the Monday evening meeting at the Elks 
I Hall you had formed a certain opinion, were you 

10998 still of that same opinion? A. I was. 

Q. At the time of the beginning of the conference 
with Mr. Watkins? A. I was. 

Mr. Moore: Excuse me, Mr. Examiner, is that fair, T 
did not understand him to say so, he has defined what his 
opinion is of violence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xot an opinion— 

Mr. "Moore: I understood him to say that he had formed 
an opinion. T did not understand him to say he had formed 
an opinion at the Elks Club— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: As to attitude— 

Mr. Moore: Except what he has seen indicated to his mind 
that Mr. Watkins, if not approved, would have at least per¬ 
mitted violence: is that an opinion? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is a question of whether he 
had formed an opinion as to the attitude of tlm S. W. 0. C., 
as a result of what he knew and what he heard at the Elks 
Club Monday niglit. Now I may be wrong— 

Mr. Moore: I had not understood him to say he had 
formed an opinion at that time. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Well, tell us, had you ar¬ 
rived at a conclusion or had you gotten an answer to your 
question, the question you had in your mind as to 

10999 what the attitude of the S. W. 0. C. would be? A. 
Well, on Tuesday afternoon— 

Q. Xot Tuesday, we are going back to Monday night, be¬ 
cause my second question had Tuesday, T used the expres¬ 
sion, 4 *Did you have the same opinionand Mr. Moore 
called my attention to the fact that possibly you had not 
formed an opinion Monday night. A. It wasn't an opinion as 
much as it was knowledge that when Mr. Heckman reported 
that Watkins had knowledge of the violence on the line, he 
had the opportunity then to either stop it or permit it to 
continue, and the fact that it continued was the thing that 
made me believe that it was being condoned by Watkins. 

Q. Well then, take one step back again, your original in¬ 
quiry, when you came to the meeting, as you have expressed 
it, was to ascertain among other things the attitude of the 
S. W. O. 0. with respect to violence? 

Mr. Moore: Just a moment, please, did he say that? 
Trial Examiner Bloom: That is what he said on direct 
examination, Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore: He said he came to the meeting for the pur¬ 
pose of finding out four things, one of them— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: One of them was— 

Mr. Moore: One was the attitude, but he has not said 
he found out at that meeting. 

11000 Trial Examiner Bloom: That is what I want to 
find out. that is all, I want to find out whether he 

received, whether he arrived at a conclusion from the mat¬ 
ters that occurred at the meeting as to the attitude of the 
S. W. 0. c. 
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lie stated that lie went to the meeting with four things 
in mind. Now I want to find out whether he got an answer 
to one of the things. 

Th6 Witness: Xot completely satisfactory. 

Q. ( By Trial Examiner Bloom) In what respects wasn't 
it? A. Because it was hearsay coming from Mr. Heckman 
from Mr. Watkins. 

11001 Q. Did you make any inquiries of other persons, 
then, to find out whether others had a different opin¬ 
ion or had different facts ? A. I did not have an opportunity 
to me'et up with anybody else that was in that conference. 

Q. Well, would you say. then, that you found out at the 
meeting Monday night the attitude of the S. W. O. C. with 
respect to violence? A. Xot entirely satisfactory, no. 

Q. You mean not entirely satisfactory, or not entirely 
complete? A. Xot complete and, or, I would not have been 
willing to have discussed the thing when I was called upon 
on Tuesday afternoon. The only interest I had was to see 
that the violence discontinued. 

Q. All right, well, then. Mr. Campbell, you had the meet¬ 
ing Tuesday afternoon, as I understand it? A. That’s right. 

Q. Did you learn anything at that meeting that bore on 
this question of the attitude of the S. AY. 0. C. in respect 
to violence? A. Well, that Watkins accepted complete con¬ 
trol of the Johnstown District. 

Q. What does that mean? A. Well, that he was 

11002 the nominal head of the strike in Johnstown. Xow, 
1 before getting that statement from him I did not know 

whether it was entirely in Watkins’ jurisdiction to control 
it or not. If it was somebody that was sitting alongside of 
him and had equal authority to him, why, then, he could 
not be held completely responsible. 

Q. Then why did you ask him whether he divided author¬ 
ity—or is that when you asked him whether he divided au¬ 
thority with him—divided authority with, I think you indi¬ 
cated Mr. Stephenson, sitting alongside? A. First Mr. 
Stephenson and then if he divided authority with anybody, 
it was to focus responsibility. 

Q. Well, did you receive an answer to whether or not he 
did divide responsibility? A. He said definitely that he 
did not. 

Q. Xow, you recall the press report that came out after 
the meeting which I believe you stated you had something 
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to do with and that you spoke to Mr. Jordan, I believe it 
was! A. That's correct. 

Q. Do you recall the press release? A. 1 do. 

Q. With respect to the violence, what Mr. Watkins would 
do or would not do about violence? A. I don't know just— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

11003 (There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

The end of the press release, the last part of the press 
release, Mr. Campbell, reads: “The committee which called 
on Watkins charged the union with condoning and permit¬ 
ting violence which attended picketing and activities up until 
yesterday, Watkins disclaimed responsibility—" 

Mr. Moore: May T interrupt there, please, you don't 
mean this is the last part of the press release, do you? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This is the last part of the press 
report. 

0. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Would you say. Mr. 
Campbell, that the statement that I have just read, which 
was in the press report, correctly reflects your idea of Mr. 
Watkins' position with respect to violence? A. Yes, that 
was made subsequent to Rabbi Oranowitz's statement of 
the meeting of the evening of June 14th to Mr. Watkins. 

(}. Well, now, did you conclude at the meeting also, or as 
a result of the meeting, that Mr. Watkins was presenting to 
your group the attitude of the S. W. O. C. or was he present¬ 
ing the attitude of himself as an individual? 

11004 Mr. Moore: Well, at the meeting— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On Tuesday afternoon. 

Mr. Moore: At the Lutheran Church? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You are right, the Lutheran 
Church meeting. 

The Witness: We were conferring with him officially, so 
I took it as an official position, and not as an individual po¬ 
sition. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) You mean that he was 
then stating as an official the position of the group that 
he— A. That was my understanding of it. 

Q. T see—may I have Board's Exhibit 47? 

(Board's Exhibit 47-A was passed to the Trial Exam¬ 
iner.) 
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Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Mr. Campbell, will you 
bo good enough to examine Board's Exhibit 4-7-A, and I in¬ 
tend t*> ask you some questions, take your time: do you 
have it pretty well in mind? 

(Board's Exhibit 47-A was passed to the witness.) 

A. Why, reasonably so. 

Q. AH right, 1 have a few questions. Xow, with respect 
to this i statement, “Peaceful picketing was promised by 
strikers, it lias not been canned out." Referring to that 
part of the statement, “peaceful picketing was prom- 
110(C) ised by strikers." Who made that promise? A. To 
place it on a particular individual, I am not sure as 
to who it was. 

Q. Well, as best you can? A. Well, I would say it was a 
summing of several statements that had been made, and I 
can't put it to any individual. 

Q. Did any individual having authority make such a state¬ 
ment? A. Representing— 

Q. The strikers? A. The strikers? 

Q. Yes. A. I think that Heckman said that Watkins would 
use his efforts to maintain peaceful picketing. 

Q. When did Mr. ITeckman say that? A. I think that was 
during his Monday evening statements. 

Q. All right, let's take the next statement, “Law and 
order was promised by strikers and lias not been carried 
out." Who made that promise? A. Well, law and order 
and peaceful picketing are almost one and the same thing. 

Q. Well, who made the promise, would you say the same 
man? A. Well, I would say, to be specific at any 
11006 moment at all, it would go back to the Watkins con¬ 
ference on Sunday night that they had at the Legion. 

Q. Well, what did he say at that meeting, as you heard 
about it? A. Well, further, other—nothing other than Mr. 
Heckman's statement. 

Q. What were those statements again? A. Well, in sub¬ 
stance all that T can report, that Watkins promised them 
that he would do certain things. 

Q. Well, did those things, as you have told us about it, 
conflict with the other things that Mr. Heckman had re¬ 
ported Mr. Watkins had said that he would not assume re¬ 
sponsibility for violence and that he subscribed to the use 
of vile names? A. Well, certainly it did not conform with 
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the actual violence taking place and the use of vile names 
in a period of that kind will lead to violence on the part of 
somebody. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that answer, I am not sure 
I understood it. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What does that mean, would 
you amplify that ? 

The Witness: Well, when it is a strained eondi- 
11007 tion, that all it takes is a vile name often to precipi¬ 
tate an actual conduct of some type. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Well, then, as I under¬ 
stand it, at the Sunday night meeting, Mr. Watkins took the 
position that lie would do what he could to keep violence 
down, is that right ? A. That was my understanding from 
Mr. Heckman. 

Q. And that he also took the position as reported by Mr. 
Heckman that lie subscribed to the use— A. That he did 
not think that was out of order. 

Q. —vile names? A. Yes. 

Q. And he would not assume responsibility for violence? 
A. I think that's correct, at least that is the understanding 
that I had from Mr. Heckman’s remarks. 

Q. Now, Mr. Campbell, were you of the opinion up until 
you read of it in the newspaper some time during the course 
of the h.earing last September in Franklin Boro that the 
Bethlehem Steel Company did not contribute any moneys 
to the Citizens* Committee in accordance with the offer of 
contribution made bv Mr. Evans at the Executive Commit¬ 
tee meeting Wednesday, June 16th? A. I had no knowledge 
whatsoever. 

Q. Now, at what time did the Executive Committee meet¬ 
ing of Wednesday, June 16th, get underway or start: 
11fake your time and think back. A. T imagine between 
nine and ten o’clock. 

Q. AYho was present when the meeting convened or came 
to order? A. Well, there was the five members. 

0. All of the members of the committee, Executive Com¬ 
mittee? A. I think that is correct. 

Q. "What was the first order of business that you recall? 
A. I can't place it that way, Mr. Examiner. 
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Q. All right, how can you place it? A. Well, what I am 
trying to tell you is that certainly a lot of conversation takes 
place aiul to give you the specific sequence— 

Q. What was the first thing that was discussed, then, can 
von remember that? A. I believe that the matter of asking 
the representative of the steel company to come over to give 
information relative to several questions that was in the 
committee, they may have instructed me to call for Mr. 
Evans and request him to come to the meeting. 

Q. Did he come over ? A. He did come over. 

Q. T mean, did he come over right away? A. Yes, 

11009 he did. he came before the meeting concluded and 
then left before it adjourned. 

Q. After you called him, was anything of importance done 
that yui remember up until the time that he arrived? A. 
I think there was possibly a ten to fifteen minute period 
between the time of calling and until lie got there. 

Q. All right, and do you know what was done after Mr. 
Evans left the meeting? A. I think that the changing of 
the meeting for the latter part of the week, from Friday 
until Thursday, was decided upon and the details incident 
to the printing of tickets and that stuff was discussed. 

Q. When was Mr. Connor appointed treasurer? A. It 
was during that meeting that Mr. Martin was given per¬ 
mission or instructions to communicate with Mr. Connor. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that name Connor or Con¬ 
nors ? 

The Witness: Xo, Connor. Fulton I. Connor. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is there an “s” on the name, to 
the best of your knowledge? I have heard it both ways dur¬ 
ing the hearing, do you happen to know? 

Mi*. Moore: His name is signed without the “s.' ? 

The Witness: I believe it is without the “s.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That's right, all right. 

11010 Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) With reference to 
' the time that Mr. Evans left the meeting, when was 

Mr. Connor appointed, or, rather, when was Mr. Martin 
given permission or authority to appoint Mr. Connor? A. 
I would say subsequent to Mr. Evans’ departure. 

Q.'Xow, on your direct examination, Mr. Campbell, you 
stated that there was a discussion and an agreement was 
reached that inasmuch as there would be some money needed 
and necessarily collected and expended, that a treasurer 
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would 1)0 needed, do von recall making a statement like 
that ? A. I think that is so. 

Q. And do you recall making the further statement that 
an agreement was reached that Councilman Fulton I. Con¬ 
nor would he requested to be treasurer, inasmuch as lie 
was the financial officer of the City and was answerable 
under proper bonds, do you recall making that statement ? 
A. That is so. 

Q. What did the fact that he was the financial officer of 
the City have to do with the situation? A. Why, over a 
period of years, when any event of a major character was 
held in the city, for instance, the appearance of the Marine 
Band, instead of that going through the nominal treasurer 
of our City Council, or tin* nominal treasury of our 
11*U1 City Council, we asked the City Treasurer in that 
instance to become the treasurer of that particular 
event, because it handled a fair amount of money and we 
wanted it to go through somebody properly bonded, and that 
policy has been more or less pursued in handling things of 
a public or semi-public nature. 

Q. You say that he was properly bonded or, rather, with 
respect to Mr. Connor, you said that he was answerable 
under proper bonds: what does that mean? A. Well, being 
a sworn office:*, that any violation of a financial trust is 
more serious than for an individual that is not holding pub¬ 
lic office. 

Q. Well, did the Executive Committee of the Citizens' 
Committee procure a bond from Mr. Connor? A. They did 
not, it was his relationship to his city duties that they felt 
would give him the position that would be needed, as far as 
dependability and responsibility with the citizens were con¬ 
cerned. 

Q. Well, if I understand you correctly, then, he was not 
being appointed because the committee would be protected 
in any way other than that the committee believed that since 
he was a financial officer of the city that he was a better man 
than some one who was not? A. Xot known by the com¬ 
munity. 

O. 1 see. so far as you know, then, no one ever re- 
11012 quested that he execute and deliver a bond? A. It 
was never discussed at any meeting. 

Q. Did you have requests on behalf of the committee, or 
did you ever request on behalf of the committee an account- 
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iug of anv funds that Mr. Connor mav have received as 
treasure)*? A. I had no knowledge of any funds. 

Q. You had no knowledge? A. Xo. 

Q. Did you ever discuss it with any one, or discuss it in 
the committee? A. As far as T was concerned, I thought 
the thing that—I thought the thing had stopped at the 
time Mr. Rvans had made the statement, T did not know 
whether there was anything further to it than that. 

Q. You mean by that, that you knew that the offer was 
made and that you assumed that nothing came of it, noth¬ 
in*.: came of the offer? A. That's correct. 

< c >. When did you first hear that Mr. Connor as treasurer 


of the Citizens’ Committee received funds as treasurer? A. 
Well, here in a comparatively recent moment, certainly not 
previous till the thing came out as a result of your testi¬ 
mony. the testimony that has been given before your 


lloi.'l Hoard here. 

Q. Well, specifically, then, does that mean that you 
didn’t know about it prior to the time that Mr. Martin testi¬ 
fied? A. Cntil Mr. Martin testified to it. 

O. hast week some time? A. That's right. 

O. I think it was last Tuesday, is that correct? A. That's 


right. 

Q. When did you first hear that Mr. Connor and Mr. Mar¬ 
tin signed receipts for certain moneys? A. At the same 
date. 

Q. You didn't know it before that time at all, that re- 
ceips— A. It was not discussed with me. 

Q. All right, did you read of that in the papers, about 
having learned— A. Yes. 

O. Well, did you ever see either or both of the receipts? 
A. Why, I don't know whether you call then* photostats or 
what vou would call then', cuts that was in the paper. 

Q. Mr. Campbell, a question was asked of you by Mr. 
Moore as to what affected the water supply, referring to 
an incident when there was a dynamiting of certain water 
lines: do you recall that question being asked? A. 
11014 Yes, I do.’ 


Q. In response to that question, you answered, 
* 4 Some person or persons that was acquainted with the lo¬ 
cation of the mains supplying water to the plant deemed 
that inasmuch as the other operations had—" and then you 
paused— “since the other operations had failed to be sue- 
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cessful, wont out and dynamited two of the major lines 
supplying the plant with water.** 

What other operations did you refer to? 

This is off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 


Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

( c >. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) The pending question, 
then, is, what other operations did you refer to in your 
answer? A. Well, what seemed first peaceful picketing on 
Saturday, June 12th up until Sunday afternoon, June 13th, 
there was a certain number of employees that did not go 
to work and that curtailed operations to a degree. Then 
the next step was when the violence started. Then a greater 
number of employees did not go to work and further cur¬ 
tailed the operations and subsequent to that the State Po¬ 
lice' prohibited physical violence on the line, and then the 
workers in a fair number turned to work and operations 
stepped up. 


Then following that was the Governor's proelama- 
11015 tion. Then the subsequent orders for the evacua¬ 
tion of the plant which completely stopped opera¬ 


tions. 

Then with the rescinding of the order of closing the plant, 
men returned to work and the various departments got back 
to a fairly good operation. 

Then when this dynamiting of the water mains cut off 
the supply in sufficient quantity to shut down mills that 
used a great deal of water— 


Q. Well, how do you know that some person who deemed 
that the other things that you have spoken of were unsuc¬ 
cessful and went out and dynamited two of the major lines— 
A. Why. the fact that the plant was rapidly gaining some 
semblance of normal operation after the lifting of the ban 
for the closing of the plant. 

Q. I see. Then your statement was based on an assump¬ 
tion, is that a fair statement? A. Well, everybody in the 
district was following the thing close enough so that they 
knew what was going on. 

Q. Well, do you know that, or do you assume it? A. 
That's an assumption. 

Q. Well, in other words, you don’t know the name of the 
person ? A. Xo. 
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1 Q. Or persons? A. Xo, but anybody in the greater 
1101() district certainly would have that picture. 

! Q. In other words, that is your opinion? A. That’s 

right. 

Q. All right— A. If I did know, I would get $25,000. 

0. Oh, no. I would beat you out of here, that is why 1 
asked you the question, Mr. Campbell, 1 imagined it was 
an assumption, but T thought I might— 

Mr. Moore: The company is willing to divide the spoils. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What did you say? 

Mr. Moore: The company is willing to divide the spoils. 

The Witness: I will be satisfied with half. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, if Mr. Campbell had an¬ 
swered that question the way he might have, I would have 
been out of here already. I did not think there was much 
hope. Well. I think I may have some more questions. 

Mr. Moore, 1 did have one further point, but I wish you 
would bring it out for me because I think you asked ques¬ 
tions along that line and then I don't know whether you 
filled it <mt as much as you probably intended to. As to the 
condition after martial law. I think you did ask Mr. Camp¬ 
bell some questions along that line, I thought we 
11017 would like to have in the record a fairly complete 
picture of what occurred when the mills were shut 
down up until the time that they were opened again, and I 
was wondering whether you intended to bring it all out with 
this witness or possibly subsequent witnesses? 

Mr. Moore: I had in mind bringing it out later on. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: With other witnesses? 

Mr. Moore: With witnesses, showing exactly— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T think that's all right. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Campbell would he more or less of an 
observer, perhaps an accurate observer, but he— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I thought if you had that 
in mind I would just let that go. Shall we take a brief re¬ 
cess before you go back to your examination? 

Mr. Moore: May we. please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We will have a brief recess. 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 
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11018 Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. Go ahead, 
Mr. Moore, whenever you are ready. 

Redirect Examination 

(j. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Campbell, do you remember any¬ 
thing about when the announcement was made, if any an¬ 
nouncement was made in the press, as to the declaration of 
a strike here, or calling of a strike? Or intention to call 
a strike? A. Well, the first information I had was a paper 
printed in the East, that came into my possession some time 

after noon on January—or June 11th. 

% 

Q. Did—do you remember whether or not the papers of 
the—local papers of June 11th or perhaps the Democrat 
had carried any notice of a strike or the intention to call 
a strike? A. I can’t answer that. 

You see, 1 had been away for the week. 

Q. Do you know anything about whether or not a meet¬ 
ing of any organization was held, at which a strike vote was 
taken ? A. I have no delinite knowledge. I think that dif¬ 
ferent times in the press I saw where a meeting was referred 
to as having been held. 

Q. Do you know the body to which reference was made 
as holding a meeting? What the organization— A. 

11019 I don't know that definitely. 1 assume it is the same 
group that Mr. Watkins was head of. 

Q. Who is Mr. Herman C. Wilhelm? A. He is a citizen 
of the town, and past president of the Chamber of Com¬ 
merce. 

Q. Is he in business here? A. Why. he is an engineer of 
some character with the Light Company. 

Mr. Shawe : Mr. Examiner, may we have the name of 
the Light Company? 

The Witness: Pennsylvania Electric. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, you made a statement—I 
wasn’t sure what it was, and I haven’t looked up the rec¬ 
ords—I am quite sure it is not complete, with reference to 
tickets. I think you said “groups of tickets were handed 
out.’' Will you explain it as fully as you can, just exactly 
how the distribution of the tickets was handled. A. Well, 
to certain individuals that were accessible, a number of 
tickets were given to them for redistribution to individuals. 

Q. Were the tickets handed out in the first instance 
through your office? A. I think most of them— 
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Q. —or through you as secretary of the committee? 

11020 A. I think most of them were. 

Q. You made some statement, 1 think, in response 
to a question by the Examiner, that there was no violence 
^before noon Monday, June 14th." And then subsequently 
referred to violence on Sunday afternoon, and I couldn't 
understand what you meant by “no violence before Monday 
noon, June 14th." A. I think that was in answer to a ques¬ 
tion— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Bv Mr. Shawe. 

The Witness: 1 remember it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: As to whether there was violence before 
noon. I said there wasn't any violence before noon of June 
14th. because the violence that happened Sunday afternoon 
was subsequent to the noon of the 13th. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, does that mean that there was 
no violence on Monday, prior to noon on that date? A. 
Yes: ves, there was. 

Q. That is, on Monday, no violence on that date? A. Xo, 
I didn't mean that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You had better let him finish his 
question. What did you mean in your— 

Q. ( By Mr. Moore) What did you mean in your state¬ 
ment that there wasn't any violence on Monday, June 

11021 14th, prior to noon that date, but there had been— 
A. I didn't mean that. There was no dead spot, as 

far as violence was concerned, starting from Sunday shortly 
after three o'clock, right straight through. 

Q. Well, when you referred to June 14th, Monday, .June 
14th, did you mean that, or did you mean Sunday, June 
13th ? A. Xo, I think that was in answer to a question of Mr. 
Shawe as to whether there was violence previous to noon— 
Trial Examiner Bloom: That is it. 

The Witness: And there was only violence previous to 
one noon, and that was noon of Monday, June 14th, be¬ 
cause violence started after noon on Sunday. That is my 
recollection of it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I remember something like that. 
I thought he elaborated on it, Mr. Moore. 

11022 Q. (By ATr. Moore) Well, then, what I want to 
be sure of is, that we correctly understand that the 
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first violence was on Sunday afternoon, June 13th? A. 
Shortly after three p. m. 

Q. Of course I am referring only to violence that you 
know of. A. That is correct. 

Q. You told us that corporations could not be members 
of the Chamber of Commerce as I understand it? Take any 
corporation that—a **B'* company that sends in $100. Do 
I understand, then, they can designate four members? A. 
Yes, sir: the memberships are personal. 

Q. Can it designate anybody it wishes, as members? A. 
That is its prerogative. 

Q. And does the fact that it designates members, mean 
that they must do what the corporation says, or are they 
free agents? 

Mr. Shawe: Object to the form of the question, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Does the fact that a corporation 
designates a member, bind the member in so far as 
11023 the Chamber of Commerce is concerned? A. It does 
not. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the form of the question, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The question is not finished. 
The answer is premature, and so is the objection. Mr. 
Moore, would you— 

Mr. Moore: T thought T had finished my question. Will 
yon read it, please? 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the question as above 
set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you finish? 

Mr. Moore: Yes, I intended— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I am sorry: I thought you 
were just taking a slight pause. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the form of the question, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T will sustain the objection. 
That can’t—I don’t quite see—I mean, how this witness 
could know whether or not— 

Mr. Moore: I didn't ask him as far as the corporation 
is concerned. As far as the Chamber of Commerce is con¬ 
cerned—that is the question. 
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Q. (By Mr. Moore) That is, can the Chamber of Com¬ 
merce refuse to allow the man to vote until it has checked 
up— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I see what you mean. 

11024 Q. (By Mr. Moore) —to find out whether the cor¬ 
poration which has designated him, has told him he 

can vote that wav? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 see. Do you understand that? 

The'Witness: Yes. 1 might clarify that a little bit. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

The Witness: At membership meetings it is an open 
forum, a town meeting, if you please, that the discussion is 
from the individual, and the voting is accordingly; that 
there could not be any pre-determination of voting because 
the questions are not known, that are going to be discussed. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, is that responsive to your 
question, Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: Yes, I think so. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, all right. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) My question really is whether the 
member is a free agent? A. Yes, the ballot goes to him. 

Trull Examiner Bloom: In so far as the Chamber of 
Commerce is concerned. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) In so far as the Chamber of 

11025 Commerce is concerned? A. The ballot goes directly 
to the member. 

ij. You stated that Mr. Sidney D. Evans is a member of 
the Board of Directors of tile Chamber of Commerce: was 
—or at least he was during the year 1937: you said during 
the entire year. Do you know whether Mr. Evans attended 
the meetings? Or was active in the affairs of the Board? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the form of the question, Mr. 
Examiner. What does counsel mean by “active in the 
affairs of the Board’'? 

Trial Examiner Bloom : He may answer. 

The 1 Witness: Inactive, compared to the rest of the di¬ 
rectors. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do you know whether he attended 
regularly the meetings of the Board? A. Possibly 50 per 
cent, of the meetings. 

Q. Do you know the last meeting of the Board which he 
attended in the year 1937? A. The last meeting in 1937? 

Q. Yes. A. Possibly November. 
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11026 Q. Do you know as a matter of fact that lie did at¬ 
tend the meeting in November? 

.Mr. Sliawe: I object to that question, Mr. Examiner. He 
has already answered the question. 

Mr. Moore: He said, “possibly,” Mr. Examiner. I was 
just trying to— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He mav answer. 

The Witness: I can't sav definitelv— 

• • 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do you know whether Mr. Hough 
attended any meetings at all, in the year 1937 ? A. I think 
Mr. Hough only attended two meetings during the entire 
year. 

Q. And do you know what part of the year those meetings 

came ? A. I rather think in possibly January and February. 

Q. Xow, you stated, as 1 remember it, that the Board 

might number fifteen or eighteen. Could it be less than 

fifteen? A. Well, it could be a number less than fifteen, if 

there was a vacancy. But the prescribed number is fifteen; 

if it was less than that, there would be a vacancy. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean by that, an unfilled 

vacancv ? 

* 

The Witness: They would have an unfilled vacancy. 

11027 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Can you tell me how vacancies 
are filled? A. During the unexpired term, it is filled 

by election on the part of the Board of Directors. 

Q. That is, the Board fills vacancies in its own body? A. 
That is correct. 

Q. Are vacancies allowed to continue for any length of 
time, as a rule? A. Well, I would say possibly ninety days 
would he the filling of any vacancy. 

Q. You stated, as I understood you, Mr. Campbell, that 
Mr. David Watkins was the “nominal head” of the organi¬ 
zation which he represented. What did you mean by that? 
A. The only head— 

Q. I may have misunderstood you. A. The only head that 
I knew, after I had this conference with him, because he 
said that there was nobody that was on an equal basis with 
him. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was your word “nominal”? 
Mr. Moore: I understood it so. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t recall. 

Mr. Moore: That is what I wanted to find out. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be that he said it. I 
don't recall. Do you recall? 

11028 : Mr. Rose: I think he used the word “nominal.” 
That is my recollection. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, I understood the word ‘‘nom¬ 
inal", Mr. Campbell, to mean the head in name only, and 
I wondered whether you used it in that sense. A. I didn't 
use it in that sense. I used it as that he was there as the 
head and not sharing authority. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think several times he used the 
word “official" or something like that, in connection with 
Mr. Watkins. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, am I correct in understanding 
you, then, to mean that in so far as you know Mr. Watkins 
had full authority to act ? A. In complete charge. 

Q. Xow, you told us, if I remember correctly, that Mr. 
Hiram G. Andrews was present at the meeting at the Elks 
Home on the evening of Monday, June 14th, and addressed 
the meeting, or made some remarks. 

Xow, did you hear Mr. Hiram G. Andrews, in the address 
or remarks which he made at that meeting, make the fol¬ 
lowing statement: 

“To close Johnstown in order that other Bethlehem cen¬ 
ters may have more work is nothing more or less than a 
ruthless betrayal of Johnstown workmen—union and non¬ 
union alike. Johnstown should not be sacrificed— 

11029 should not permit itself to be sacrificed. 

“The C. I. 0., according to my philosophy, has a 
right to fight Bethlehem through organization, but it does 
not have a right—under its own pleading to fight Johnstown 
by resorting to violence. John L. Lewis organized the 
miners because they wanted to be organized. Either he 
or any other man has a right to organize all the steel work¬ 
ers who want to be organized. But neither Johnstown nor 
any other industrial city should be tied up by a minority. 

“Xeither the C. I. 0., nor any other labor organization 
should bo permitted to convert a minority into a majority 
by using a club or a ton of brick. In view of all the cir¬ 
cumstances, law enforcement authorities and the people of 
this city should take whatever steps may be necessary to 
guarantee to every Johnstown workman unimpeded egress 
and ingress to and from Johnstown's mills. And the labor 
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leadership should be so notified that such is Johnstown’s 
intention.” 

Mr. Shawe: Before you answer that, Mr. Examiner, may 
1 have the forepart of the question read? 

Mr. Moore: Will you read it, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

11030 Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner—all right, I have no 
objection. 

A. In substance, I believe that he did. I don't recall the 
specific statement the whole way through, but it was very 
much along the line that he talked. 

Q. Well, now, you told us also that Mr. Andrews spoke 
at the meeting in the evening of Thursday, June 17th, at 
the Central High School. Did you hear Mr. Andrews, in 
the address which he made at that meeting, make the fol¬ 
lowing statement, or substantially the following statement: 

“We have a right to .judge the pending movement here by 
what we see on the picket line. I don’t give a damn how 
manv saintlv men Dave "Watkins has in reserve or in the 
background. 1 .judge the movement by the picket line— 
product of John Brophy, the Communist. 

‘ 4 America will stand or fall on the ability of the great 
American middle class to compel giant contenders—capital 
and labor—to shape their course in a more orderly fashion. 

“You" (referring to his audience)—‘‘the middle class, 
represent the only constituency that can sit in judgment. If 
you become partisan, we're lost. It is our duty to realize 
that moral suasion is the only kind that will last through 
the years. 

“It is your business to see that every man walks 

11031 with earthly dignity, with rights unimpaired and 
dedicated to peace in accordance with the law of the 

land. 

“If you fail, America fails.” 

A. I heard some few parts of it. The most of the time 
I was out of the building. 

Q. Do you remember of hearing the substance of that 
statement which I read? A. Well— 

Mr. Shawe: Well, Mr. Examiner, he has answered the 
question. He has told us he was out of the building most 
of that time. How can he testify to that? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, be may have been out of 
the building part of the time, and still have heard this 
particular statement. What is your answer, Mr. Campbell? 

The Witness: Why, I heard parts of it. The part about 
the “saintly'’ end of it I recall, because it was so different. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Different from what? 

The Witness: Well, than your ordinary statement. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You sav “vour ordinarv state¬ 
ment’ ’— 

The Witness: Well, the statements that we had been 
hearing. It was an entirely different way to set the 

11032 picture up. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is, you mean it was 
an extraordinarv statement for a man to make? 

The Witness: Well, just a different way to portray the 
picture. And it registered. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean, different than the 
other speakers were portraying. 

The Witness: Well, other than what we had been hear¬ 
ing during the entire period. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see. 

The Witness: Between individuals or anybody else. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, T do not wish to carry this at 
length. I just have two other short statements I would 
like to inquire about. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. If Mr. Campbell 
doesn’t mind. lie lias been here three or four davs. A few 
minutes more won't make much difference with him. 

11033 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Campbell, do you know 
whether Mr. Hiram G. Andrews ever made either 

orally or in writing, the following statement: 

“Those who may be inclined to become jittery when there 
is labor trouble in the offing should take comfort in the 
thought there are enough trained, loyal AMERICAN men 
in this community to preserve the peace if it is necessary to 
mobilize them for action.’’ 

A. It is not the first that I have heard that, but I can’t 
place the authorship of it. 

Mr. Moore: Off the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) You don’t mean by that, of course, 
to insinuate that "Mr. Andrews would be guilty of plagar- 
ism? A. No, I do not. I would not want to say whether 
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Andrews said it or whether I said it myself or any other 
individual. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. Well—what does that 
mean ? 

Mr. Moore: It means by that, then, that must be a state¬ 
ment that anyone could make. 

The Witness: That is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, on the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Campbell— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, Mr. Moore. 

11034 If you have something that might refreshen his recol¬ 
lection. I see no objection. 

Mr. Moore: No, I do not think I have anything that 
would, without, perhaps, giving him more than he would 
want to read. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Campbell, do you know whether 
Mr. Hiram G. Andrews ever made, either orally or in writ¬ 
ing, the following statement: 

“Nothing could be further from the truth than that the 
idea of calling out troops was a notion that originated in 
the head of Sheriff Boyle. Sheriff Boyle's telegram had 
been planned by the anti-Bethlehem High Command several 
days before Cambria County's supreme peace officer swung 
into action. The known facts would seem to warrant the fol¬ 
lowing conclusions and statements: 

“The anti-Bethlehem High Command had definitely de¬ 
cided to ‘close the mills' before the man Bashore and his two 
infantile assistants. Sullivan and Prendergast, came to this 
city. Bashore's mission in town, in addition to meeting anti¬ 
strike leaders and treating them rough, was to set the 
stage at this end of the line for Boyle's telegram asking for 
the militia. Governor Earle knew he was going to close 
the mills—by force—before he received Boyle's telegram. 
Bashore knew the mills were to be closed—by force— 

11035 before he left Harrisburg. Watkins knew the mills 
were to be closed—by force—hours before the State 

Police received their mill-closing orders from Harrisburg. 
At a time when every surface indication testified the strike 
was lost. Watkins, in the course of a telephone conversation 
with his superiors at Washington, asserted that ‘the strike 
is in the bag.’ 

“The Bethlehem incident was actually a part of a major 
conspiracy framed for the purpose of forcing President 
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Roosevelt to intervene in the strike situation—and inter¬ 
vene on the side of the miners. The threatened invasion 
of 40,000 miners was simply a part of the by-play.’’ 

Mr. Shawe: Now just a minute. Mr. Reporter, will you 
read the first part of that question, please? 

Trihl Examiner Bloom: Up to the quotation. 

Mr! Shawe: "Well, to the first sentence of the statement, 
too. please? 

(The question was read by the reporter as requested.) 

Mr. Shawe: Thank vou verv much. 

• • 

Thb Witness: The substance of that is recalled. I think, 
as a result of reading in the Johnstown Democrat. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Campbell— 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Mr. Moore’s question is directed 
as to whether or not vou know Mr. Andrews ever 

11036 made that statement, either verbally or in writ in"? 

The Witness: Well. I think it appeared on the 
face that he is in control of, and would assume that it would 
be his statement. 

I think it appeared as one of his editorials. I am rather 

certain it came as a part of the editorial which would be 

no question but what Andrews was the author of it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Whv do vou sav there would be 

• • • 

no question? 

The Witness: Well, I don’t know of anybody else pro¬ 
ducing editorials for the paper. Xow occasionally during 
this period editorials did appear out of the editorial page. 
In one or two instances it may have been the Tribune or 
the Democrat that stuck an editorial on the outside page. 
But without some definite authorship being put to it, we 
would assume that the editor in charge of the paper was 
the author. 

11037 Trial Examiner Bloom: The editor in charge of 
the paper. 

The Witness: Yes, “editorial writer.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you clear that up, Mr. 
Moore? Tie says, “The editor in charge of the paper.” 
Mr. Moore: Well. T assume— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then he says, “editorial 
writer.” 

Mr. Moore: I think he means “editor in charge,” as I 
understood it. I don’t know. 
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The Witness: Well, 1 think in the Democrat, Andrews is 
known as the “editorial writer.*' I think the Tribune knows 
their man as the “editor in chief," that takes care of the 
editorial page. 

Xow, 1 might he corrected on that, but— 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, do you understand that Mr. 
Andrews is responsible for the editorial page of the Johns¬ 
town Democrat? A. Tie controls what goes on it. Some¬ 
times he leaves a space there for somebody else to put copy 
in, under or over their name. 

Q. Well. I notice, for instance, in the morning—I think 
it was the morning paper, there were two articles: one was 
short: I am not so sure but what the other one was short, 
with the name of some one appearing in the title. Do 

11038 you understand that is the name of the writer of 
those particular articles? A. That is my understand¬ 
ing (‘ii that. It is up to Andrews as to whether that appears 
there or not. 

Q. But you understand that if no name appears, that then 
the entire page is written by Mr. Andrews? A. That is cor¬ 
rect. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would that include the “round 
table" ? 

The Witness: That is correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That, I think, appears there. 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moore: Just one other, Mr. Examiner: 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Campbell, do you know whether 
Mr. Hiram G. Andrews ever made, either orally or in writ¬ 
ing, the following statement, or a statement substantially 
to the following effect: 

“The steel strike was such a miserable failure it was 
necessary to draft the miners in order to give the picket 
line an air of respectability. Without the miners, the Johns¬ 
town picket line would have represented—with a few ex¬ 
ceptions—the vicious and the habitually idle. 

“Xo legitimate labor movement can fail when a 

11039 majority of the intelligent workers back it. 

“On the other hand, no labor movement can suc¬ 
ceed when a majority of the intelligent workers oppose it. 
That was the situation in Johnstown. A majority of the in¬ 
telligent mill workers did not want to strike even though 
there had been a million miners standing on the side lines 
and shouting hurrah.” 
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A. I think that was carried on his editorial page, the 
same as the other. 

Mr. Moore: That is all. 

Trial 1 Examiner Bloom: Do you have any further, Mr. 
Sliawe ? 

Mr. Sliawe: Yes, may I have that Board’s exhibit a 
minute, for examination? I believe the Johnstown Demo¬ 
crat. 

21040 1 Trial Examiner Bloom: Which one? 

Mr. Sliawe: The last one that was marked for 
identification, I don't have the number. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 290, wasn’t it. 

Mr. Broun: It was the one of the 24th—February 24th, 
I think. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think it was around 290, or the 
late 2S0’s. 

Mr. Broun: 2S7, I think. 

Mr. Moore: 287 is right. 

Recross Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Mr. Campbell, do you know whether 
Mr. Hiram Andrews ever made, either orally or in writing, 
the following statement: 

‘•Here's the way to wind up the story of the ‘hot money' 
and add the touch of perfection to the episode. Put coun¬ 
cilman Connor on the stand. Have the interrogation run 
somewhat as follows: 

“ ‘Mr. Councilman, were you treasurer of some sort of 
citizens' committee or something like that during the recent 
steel strike? 

“ ‘Well, Mr. Examiner, come to think of it, I really be¬ 
lieve I was. Yes. since vou refresh mv memorv, I recollect 

i ’ • • • 7 

that I was custodian of some sort of a fund. 

‘What was the amount of monev confided into 
11041 your keeping, Mr. Councilman? 

“ ‘Well, Mr. Examiner, I never really counted the 
money. You see, we just trusted each other and no one 
ever counted it. 

“ ‘Mr. Councilman, what did you do with the funds that 
came into your possession? 

“ ‘Mr. Examiner, I put the money in a lockbox. 

“ ‘For what purpose, Mr. Councilman, was the money 
eventually used? 
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“ ‘Why. Mr. Examiner, I haven’t the faintest notion. I 
am not even sure the money was used. As far as I know 
to the contrary, the money is still in the lockbox.’ ” 

A. What is the question? 

Mr. Shawe: Will you read the forepart of my question? 

(Thereupon the reporter read the question as follows: 

*'Q. Mr. Campbell, do you know whether Mr. Hiram An¬ 
drews ever made, either orally or in writing, the following 
statement:") 

Mr. Shawe: Change it to “statements.” 

The Witness: Does your “statements” include every¬ 
thing that is in the column? 

Mr. Shawe: That is just—what I just read. 

A. 1 have read the column. 

1104*2 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, will you answer my 
question, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The question is, 1 think, whether 
you know if Mr. Andrews made that statement, either ver¬ 
bally or in writing. 

The Witness: I think he has written that. It is in the 
••Hound Table". 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

l Discussion was held off the record.) 

11043 Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know whether or not 
Mr. Hiram G. Andrews ever made the following statement, 
either verbally or in writing: 

“That there has not been vorv much testimonv concern- 
ing the fact that the Citizens' Committee was organized 
for tile purpose of breaking the strike and for no other 
purpose"— 

Mr. Moore: Well. Mr. Examiner, I think I must object 
to this. Once is enough. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That has been read to him, Mr. 
Shawe. once. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, Mr. Examiner, my previous question, 
as you will recall it. was. “Had he heard," and this is “Do 
you know." I think it is a little different. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well— 

The Witness: Well, the— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: The witness has said he be¬ 
lieves! he read it, because he knows he writes the “round 
table/* 

The Witness: Mr. Examiner, at this point I would like 
to read this one sentence— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wait a minute, let's get through 
with this. 

11044- Mr. Shawe: Wait a minute. 

Mr. Moore: Let's not get the water too muddy at 
one time. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know whether or not Mr. 
Hiram 6. Andrews ever made the following statement, 
either verbally or in writing: 

“And then suppose Councilman Connor was directed to 
look in the lockbox, and suppose further that upon look¬ 
ing there, marvelous to relate, was the $31,000 fund, or 
whatever the amount actually was, all intact. A develop¬ 
ment of that sort is all that is needed to give the “hot 
money" episode a real classical touch." 

A. What is that question? 

Mr. Shawe: Will you read the forepart of my question, 
please. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

A. I think he made that in writing on February 24th; 
perhaps he made it on the 23rd, but it was printed on the 

24th. 

1104.") j Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I offer in evidence at 
this time the “Round Table" which appears on page 
4 of Board's Exhibit 287 for Identification. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Any objection, Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: Certainty. What is it offered for? 

Mr. Shawe: It is offered for a statement made by Mr. 
Hiram G. Andrews, a member of the Citizens* Committee 
of Johnstown. 

Mr. Moore: I— 

Mr. Shawe: And who is the author of the “round table*’ 
column ? 

Mr. Moore: Bring Mr. Andrews in, to see whether he 
made it or not. 
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Mr. Shawe: The witness has testified that he made it, 
Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Moore: 1 do not see that it proves anything. It is 
not evidence except that it appears in the newspaper. 
What does it prove/ It certainly can't prove anything in 
the way of facts. The only fact that could possibly be 
proven by this column here, headed “The round table,” to 
the best that anybody, so- far, knows, is that it was written 
by Mr. Andrews, but what of it: 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will admit the document as 
Board's Exhibit 287-A. being page-—being column on the 
right-hand, page 4. of the Johnstown Democrat of 
11046 Thursday morning, February 24, 1938. 

(Thereupon, the document above referred to was marked 
as Board's Exhibit 287-A, in evidence.) 


Mr. Moore: For what purpose—what is it admitted for? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Simply to show that Mr. An¬ 
drews made these statements concerning the matters at 
issue before the Board. We have so many statements from 
Mr. Andrews as to various matters. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I do not know why you could say that. 
1 haven't admitted Mr. Andrews made the statement yet. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well. I think from—the testi¬ 
mony of the witness T am satisfied that he did make it: 
that he wrote this article. 

The Witness: Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xow, just one minute. 

The Witness: Well, this is incident to this thing, here 
(indicating). 

Trial Examiner Bloom: To this very— 

The Witness: Yes, it is. Yes, it is incident to- it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: May 1 see it before you read 
it ? Which— 

The Witness: Right down here (indicating). February 
24th. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Where did you get this? 
11047 The Witness: Yon say. where did I get it ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: I created it myself. It is my own state¬ 
ment. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 
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Mr. Shawe: May 1 see that before the witness reads it, 
Mr. Examiner ! 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the witness wants to read 
it so bad, I am going to let him read it. lie has been fish¬ 
ing thifc out of iiis pocket ever since he came in here this 
morning. 

Mr. Shawe: All right, let the witness have the oppor¬ 


tunity— 

The Witness: (reading) “If resident citizens meeting 
and uniting in orderly committees during a labor dispute— 
is Strike Breaking: if resident citizens requesting consti¬ 
tuted government to provide law and order, so that work¬ 
ers desiring to work may,—so that strikers desiring to 
picket without violence or intimidation may,—so that the 
community may retain its normalcy,—so tnat the families 
and homes of non-strikers are not jeopardized through acts 
of pickets or sympathizers,—is strike breaking: if resident 
citizens failing to accept irresponsible leadership among 
labor leadersV strike breaking: if resident citizens 
11048 criticising certain peace officers who fail to perform 
their sworn duties during a labor dispute, is strike 
breaking: it' resident citizens protesting the action of gov¬ 
ernment aibitrarlly closing factories, thereby prohibiting 
the great majority of the employees from enjoying their 
constitutional right to work during a labor dispute, is strike 
breaking; if resident citizens demanding labor organiza¬ 
tions to use reason based upon facts instead of violence and 
intimidation, is strike breaking: the indictment of the Citi¬ 


zens* Committee of Johnstown as strike breakers appear¬ 
ing in a portion of the Round Table in the Johnstown Demo¬ 
crat Thursday, February 24, 1938, is justified and I, per¬ 
sonally, and as an individual, plead guilty." 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Any further questions of the 
witness ? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes, one further question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 


11049 Recross Examination 


Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know whether or not Mr. 
Hiram G. Andrews ever made the following statement, 
either verbally or in writing: 
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4 4 On July 14, 1937, Lawrence W. Campbell, styled Citi¬ 
zens* Committee secretary, was quoted in The Democrat 
as saying: ‘It* all the SWOC charges fail as far short of the 
truth as the claim Bethlehem Steel Corporation financed 
the Citizens’ Committee, it is better the public finds it out/’ 

‘‘On Wednesday, February 23, 193S, Francis Martin, 
styled chairman of the Citizens Committee, is quoted in The 
Democrat as saying: 

“ ‘Contributions were given specifically for one pur¬ 
pose—preserving law and order. In view of the fact the 
mayor was charged with law enforcement, the money was 
turned over to him. It has always been my understanding 
that the money came from the Bethlehem Steel Company 
through Mr. Evans. It came to me as chairman of the Cit¬ 
izens’ Committee and not in my individual capacity. 

‘‘Well, did Bethlehem finance the Citizens Committee? 
This inquiry is respectfully referred to the Messrs. Camp¬ 
bell and Martin.” 

11050 A. I know the article appeared. 

Q. Did Mr. Andrews write that article? A. I be¬ 
lieve so. 

Q. And did you issue a statement on July 14th, which was 
quoted in the Democrat, as saying that, “If all of the SWOC 
charges fall as short of the truth as the claim Bethlehem 
Steel Company financed the Citizens’ Committee, it is bet¬ 
ter the public finds it out.” A. I did. 

Q. Were you wrong, when you made that statement? A. 
I was not. 

Q. Do you contend, now, that Bethlehem Steel Company 

did not contribute anv monev to the Citizens* Committee? 

» • 

A. You asked me if I was wrong when I made the state¬ 
ment. I sav I was not. 

% 

Q. If you made that statement today, would you be 
wrong? A. I would make a similar statement with one res¬ 
ervation. 

Q. But you would not make that identical statement 
today, would you? A. With one reservation. 

Q. I say, would you make that identical statement— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He has told you, “with a reser¬ 
vation.” 

Mr. Shawe: No further questions. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Do von want to know what the 
reservation is ? 

11051 Mr. Shawe: Xo. sir, I don't. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I do. Go ahead, Mr. 
Campbell. "What is the reservation? 

The Witness: Why, the use of this money going to the 
city was not a part of the Citizens* Committee's operations, 
starting 1 after martial law, and that is the part that I was 
essentially interested in, was the period from martial law 
on, forward, until the conclusion of the trouble. But I cer¬ 
tainly made the statement in good faith, and make it again 
because I feel it is a fact. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, anything further* 
Mr. Moore: Nothing further. 

Mr. Shawe: Thank you very much, Mr. Campbell. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all. Thank you, Mr. 
Campbell. 

Mr. Moore: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

Trial! Examiner Bloom: On the record. Adjourned 
to 9:30. 

(Thereupon, at 4:45 o'clock p.m., February 28, 1938, the 
hearing was adjourned to 9:30 o'clock a.m., March 1st, 
1938.) 


11056 “Caption in Board Case designated as Xo. C-170’*. 

R-177 

Banquet Room, Hendler Hotel. 
Johnstown, Pennsylvania. 
Tuesday, March 1, 1938. 

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing pursuant 
to adjournment, at 9:30 o'clock a. m. 

Before: 

Frank Bloom, Trial Examiner. 

Appearances: 

Martin T. Rose, Esq., and Earle K. Shawe, Esq., (Wash¬ 
ington, D. C.), Attorneys on behalf of the National La¬ 
bor Relations Board. 
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11057 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come to 
order. 

There being no appearance for respondents’ counsel, the 
hearing is adjourned at this time until two o'clock. There 
will be a session Saturday morning. 

(Thereupon, at 9:33 o'clock a.m., a recess was taken un¬ 
til two o'clock p.m.) 


11058 Before the National Labor Relations Board 

Case No. C-170 
R-177 

In the Matter of: 

Bethlehem Steel Corporation, a Delaware Corporation, 
and Bethlehem Steel Company, a Pennsylvania Cor¬ 
poration 

and 

Steel 'Workers Organizing Committee 

Banquet Room, Hendler Hotel, 

Johnstown, Pennsylvania. 

Tuesday, March 1, 193S. 

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing pursuant 

to adjournment, at *2:00 o'clock p.m. 

Before: 

Frank Bloom, Trial Examiner. 

Appearances: 

Martin I. Rose, Esq., and Earle K. Shawe, Esq., ("Wash¬ 
ington, D. C.), Attorneys on behalf of the National La¬ 
bor Relations Board. 

Hoyt A. Moore, Esq., E. Fontaine Broun, Esq., and Eu¬ 
gene E. Ford, Esq., (of the firm of Cravatli, de Gers- 
dorff, Swaine & "Wood). 15 Broad Street, New York, 
N. Y., Attorneys on behalf of the Respondents. 
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11059 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come to 
order. 

Mr. Ford? 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Hagins. 

John William Hagins. a witness called by and on behalf 
of tlic J Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined 
and testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What is your full name, Mr. Hagins? 
A. John William Hagins. 

Q. Will you spell that last name for us? A. II-a-g-i-n-s. 
Q. What is your home address? A. 157 Spring Street. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me a moment. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Could you spell the name of that 
street? A. S-p-r-i-n-g. 

Q. What is your occupation at the present time? A. 
Truck driver. 

Q. By whom are you employed? A. Bethlehem Steel. 

Q. At the Cambria Plant ? A. At the Cambria 

11060 Plant. 

Q. How long have you been a truck driver? A. 
Five years. 

Q. For the Bethlehem Steel? A. Cambria Plant, yes, 
sir. 

Q. At the Cambria Plant ? A. Yes. 

Q. What were you doing just prior to the time that you 
became a truck driver? A. Working in the pool gang. 

Q. Could you tell us what the pool gang is? A. Well, the 
pool gang does the form of work that they unload cars of 
brick and manganese and lumber and sand and that sort 
of thing. 

Q. Who was in charge at the time you worked in the pool 
gang? A. Merrle Snow. 

Q. S-n-o-w ? A. Merrle Snow. 

Q. How do you spell the first name ? A. M-e-r-r-l-e. 

Q. Who is your foreman at the present time ? A. How¬ 
ard Bunn. 

11061 Q. And who is Howard Bunn's immediate su¬ 
perior? A. Merrle Snow. 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 5545 


Q. And does Merrle Snow have the same position now 
that he had when you were in the pool gang? A. That's 
right. 

Q. Did he have that same position in the month of June, 
1937 ? A. He did. 

***••••••# 

11055 < t >. Do you know a man by the name of Ralph Crist ? 
A. Yes, sir. He works in the ore maintenance shed. 

Q. After martial law had been in effect, did you have 
occasion to see him in the garage at any time? A. Yes, 
sir. He was up to the garage a couple of days trying to get 
hold of me, but at the time he was in, why, I was out, in the 
truck. 

Q. Well, did you finally see him ? A. I did. 

Q. Did you have a conversation with him? A. I did. 

Q. Will you tell us what was said ? A. Well, during the 
martial law Gordon Ross came over with a paper, over to 
the manganese shed, and Van—Harry Van— 

Q. That was just before you saw Crist ? A. Yes, this was 
before I saw Crist. 

Q. Well— A. I am just trying to tell how I came to have 
a conversation with Crist in the garage. 

11056 Q. All right. A. What was—what I was talking 
about. 

Q. All right. A. And John Burns and myself were stand¬ 
ing there talking, and Gordon Ross come over with this 
paper and showed us that he had a paper there for the Cit¬ 
izens' Committee, and Burns asked him if he would get 
them one. He said, “Why," lie said, “this was made up 
myself/' he said, “if you fellows want a form like this 
here/' he said, “you will have to make one out yourself.” 

And then before he left, he said, “Xo,” he said, “I will 
try to- get you a couple of forms like I have here.” 

So a couple of days later, why—or before that. Burns— 
after Gordon Ross left, Burns said that he would put the 
garage fellows and the pool gang men altogether, see ? On 
this form that was to be filled out. 

I said, “Xo,” I said, “I don't think that would be right;” 
I said, to put the pool gang altogether and the garage men 
altogether and then there would be no confusion. 
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So he said he would send one up. so a couple—two or 
three days later I guess it was that Crist was hunting me, 
and at the time he was up he just couldn't get hold of me, 
so I came in one evening a little early and he was in the 
garage there waiting on me, and he had just—had 

11087 this paper for the Citizens' Committee and he gave 
it to me and 1 looked it over and signed my name and 

the amount I gave towards it. 

Q. How much was that? A. A quarter. And I took it 
up in the oflieo. tlirowed it on the desk, and put my quarter 
in the drawer, one of the drawers in the desk. And 1 told 
the fellows that this paper was laying in there, in the desk, 
if they all felt like giving anything it was all right, and if 
they didn’t, it was all right. So the fellows that give, why, 
they would go in and write their own names on and put the 
amount after them, that they give. But there wasn't any 
of them to my knowledge that gave more than a quarter, 
Q. Now, had the men in the garage ever contributed to 
any other purpose.’ A. Oh, yes. 

Q. At previous times.’ A. That drawer—in one of those 
drawers in the desk we kept our money in there for a flower 
fund or for a sick fund. Every Christmas time, two of the 
former employees—well, there is only one now, tiie other 
one died here a year or so ago—we would cake up a collec¬ 
tion for him at Christmas time, and tha* money is kept in 
1 there until time to be given to the person. 

11088 Q. Is that drawer that this money is kept, locked? 
A. Xo, it couldn't be, very well, locked, when we all 

go in there, and if we contribute to the flower fund, we open 
the drawer and put the money in there. 

Q. Did you ever sign a paper ? A. To contribute toward 
the flowers ? Xo. 


( t >. Did you ever sign a paper? A. To contribute toward 
the flowers, no. 

Q. Well, now— A. We just give—we just give what¬ 
ever we feel like giving. 

Q.’But it was this same desk where you put the— A. 
The same desk and the same drawer. 

Q. That is, you used the same drawer of the same desk, 
as a repository for the money that the men contributed 
towards the Citizens' Committee, is that correct? A. That 
is right. 
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Q. 'Well, now, was any of the* money ever actually turned 
over to the Citizens’ Committee, as far as you know? A. 
Xone that I know of. The paper laid there for—oh. for 
quite a while, 1 don't know how long’, but quite a length of 
time, and it was pushed around and laying on top of the 
desk there for quite a while, it was pushed around and then 
it was finally put in the drawer with the money. As far as 
I know, that is—that is where it is kept. I had for- 
11081) got all about it until 1—until Bruno handed me my 
quarter one day. 

Q. Well, now, can you fix the time on that? That is, lix 
the date when Bruno gave you the quarter ? A. Well, 
1105H) that was after the time that Pandolfo testified up in 
Franklin and Bruno had just come to the conclusion 
that he had some money in there. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me. Will you read that 
answer back ? 

(The reporter repeated the answer as above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Now this Bruno, that is Sam Bruno, 
is it ? A. Sam Bruno, yes, sir. 

Q. What was his job at that time ? A. He drove the hos¬ 
pital car. 

Q. Well, did you do anything when Bruno gave you back 
the quarter? A. He had the list, he had the paper in his 
hand there with the names of the fellows on it given, and 
I saw some of them who were scratched off, and I took the 
paper and scratched my own name off, and took my quar¬ 
ter. He done the same. 

Q. Does anybody regularly use the desk that this drawer 
is in that we have been speaking of? A. Well, there is a 
clerk there all the time, the garage clerk. 

Q. What is the clerk’s name ? A. Well, the clerk at that 
time was Jones. 

11091 Q. Do you know his first name ? A. His first name 
I would not know, 1 don't recall his first name, all we 
ever call him was Jonesie. 

Q. Did Bruno say anything to you when he returned 
your quarter ? A. Well, he said he had heard that quite a 
few of the fellows got their money back and then what re¬ 
freshed his memory more was Pandolfo testified up there 
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about the money that he had gave to the Citizens’ Commit¬ 
tee, and then the fellows was discussing it in the garage 
there, and they said, some of them said, well, that they got 
their money back. 

Q. Well, did Bruno mention Pandolfo’s name when he 
gave you back your quarter.’ A. Yes, he gave me my 
money and he said. “Louie's quarter is here and my own.” 
And he took his out and gave me mine and like I said I 
scratched my name off of the list and lie said he gave Louie 
his, but I don’t know whether he did or not, because I did 
not see the list after I scratched my name off. 

Q. Prior to the time that you contributed the twentv-five 
cents yourself, Mr. Ilagins. did you have any conversation 
with Mr. Bunn about your making a contribution? A. You 
mean prior to the time that I brought this list up? 

11092 Q. Xo, prior to the time that you actually signed 
your name and put your quarter in the drawer, did 

you have any conversation with Bunn? A. Xo, at the time 
I had taken it in there I was the first one to have the list, 
and I had taken the list into the desk and then signed my 
name and throwed my quarter in the drawer, and Mr. Bunn, 
I said, “How about contributing to the Citizens’ Commit¬ 
tee?” 

He said. “To hell with it." lie said he'd be God damned 
if he was going to give it lo it, he figured that he had done 
enough by staying in there during the strike. 

Q. Did Mr. Bunn suggest to you that you contribute to 
the Citizens Committee or take up a collection for the Cit¬ 
izens’ Committee at any time? A. Xo, in fact he was 
against it. 

Q. Did he ever advise you to contribute or to take up a 
collection for the Citizens’ Committee at any time? A. Xo, 
sir. 

Q. Did he order or direct you to contribute to the Cit¬ 
izens’ Committee or to take up a collection at any time? 
A. Xo, sir. 

11093 Q. In so far as you know, did he ever suggest to 
: any other employee of the Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany that he make a contribution to the Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee ? 
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Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that, please. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Xot that I know of, that is what I say, he 
was against it, in fact, he did not think very much of my 
having this iist on top of his desk. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) In so far as you know, did he ever ad¬ 
vise any other employee of the Bethlehem Steel Company 
to contribute toward the Citizens' Committee? A. Xo one 
that I know of. 

Q. In so far as you know, did he ever order or direct any 
other employee of Bethlehem Steel Company to contribute 
toward the Citizens' Committee? A. Xone that I ever 
heard of. 

Q. I believe that you have referred to this desk as his 
desk, that is, Mr. Bunn’s desk, is that correct? A. Yes, 
that's correct. 

Q. And it was regularly used at that time by the clerk? 
A. Yes, that other clerk that is in there all the time. 

Mr. Ford: Xo further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

11094 Trial Examiner Bloom: Any cross? 

11095 Mr. Ford: Xo further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Anything further? 

Mr. Rose: That's all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, thank you, Mr. Hagins. 
(Witness excused.) 

11096 Trial Examiner Bloom: Call your next witness. 
Mr. Ford: Mr. Heslop. 

William S. Heslop, a witness called by and on behalf of 
the Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What is your name, please? A. Wil¬ 
liam S. Heslop, 601 Summitt Avenue. 
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Mr. Rose: May I have that repeated, please, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner ? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: H-e-s-l-o-p. 601 Summitt Avenue, Johns¬ 
town. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What part of Johnstown is that, please, 
Mr. Ueslop? A. Ferndale Boro, but the post office Johns¬ 
town. 

0. What's your occupation' A. Payroll clerk, BX 4S" 
Mill, 4S" Mill and IS" Chipping, Lower Works. 

Q. You are a payroll clerk at the Cambria Plant of Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company? A. I am. 

Q. Can you describe the class of men whose pay- 
11097 ;roll records you handle? A. Class of men? 

Q. Who the men are whose payroll records you have 
to do with ? A. 4S" Mill, there is Blooming Mill, IS" Mill, 
Billet Mill and the Chippers, the Lower Works that chips 
the billets. 

Q. Where are these various men, where do these various 
men work, what part of the plant ? A. In the Lower Works. 

Q. How long have you been a payroll clerk in the Cam¬ 
bria Plant? A. In the Cambria Plant, well, ever since 
Bethlehem Steel Company took it over. 

Q. Well, now’, can you tell us what— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford, don’t you think you 
had better find out when Bethlehem Steel Company took it 
over? Just so— 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Have you any idea what year that was? 
A. I ain't positive, but I think it was the year of 1923. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Xow, can you tell us what you do with 
reference to the payrolls of the men in the various depart¬ 
ments and mills that you have mentioned? A. I 
1109S receive the time cards and enter it on the position 
payrolls, and at the end, that is, each day when the 
cards come in, then at the end of the pay period we calculate 
the w’ages. 

Then we transfer it onto their card, make all deductions, 
write out the checks, turn the checks over to the cashier, 
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and we are through and the cashier distributes them to the 
mill to the proper place where they uo. 

Q. Were you doing that work in the month of March, 
1937? A. I was. 


Q. In March, 1937? A. Yes, sir. 

11099 ( c >. What is this position payroll that you have 

mentioned? A. The position payroll carries all the 
positions rated men, anybody that works on that job gets 
the rate, either hour rate, tonnage rate, or whatever it may 
be. 


Q. Then in this particular payroll record are kept, as I 
understand it, tlu* payrolls of the men who work on stand¬ 
ard jobs? A. Standard jobs. 

Q. And pays the same rate no matter who holds that par¬ 
ticular job. is that right? A. That's right. 

Q. Are there records, Mr. Heslop, that you are familiar 
with that will tell whether or not a particular individual 
was employed, we will say, at the Chipping Department of 
the Lower Works during the month of March, 1937? A. 
There is. 

Q. What records would give you that information? A. 
Position payroll sheets. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was that first word: 


The Witness: 


A-,.. 


A ** 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 


Q. (By Mr. Ford) Bo the names of the employees 
11100 appear on these position payroll sheets? A. They 
do not, check number appears on the left-hand side 
of the sheet, and across the sheet The days appear on there, 
that is the first loiter of the day, M for Monday, T for Tues¬ 
day. and so on, and we post the time on their daily, under 
those dates. 

Q. Well, what is a check number? A. The check number 
is the brass check that is given to every employee that works 
in the mill, I can show you one, everybody has a check sim¬ 
ilar to that, it bears the symbol of their department and the 
number that he is working under. 


(The witness produced a brass check.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford, why don't you de¬ 
scribe this one for the record, it would probably be typical, 
you can have testimony by the witness. 
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Q, (By Mr. Ford) What is this brass check made of, Mr. 
Heslop? A. It is supposed to be made of brass. 

Q. What shape is it? A. Triangle. I would say. 

Q. How long is it along one side? A. How long? 

Q. Yes, what is the dimension of one side? A. 

11101 Well, 1 would say an inch and a half each way. 

< c >. And what does it say on the face of it? A. On 
the face of it, **Bethlehem Steel Company, A.B.S6, The 
Cambria Plant.** 

Q. What is A. B. ^(>? A. That is there, that there repre¬ 
sents the Salary Department, our office. 

Q. That is your check number. A. That's my check. 

Q. Xow these check numbers appear any place else ex¬ 
cept on the brass checks of the employees? A. Oh, yes. 
They appear < u the payroll that the man is working under, 
they also have an individual card, a sheet that we post the 
man's earnings on. 

Q. Xow before you came into court, Mr. IIoslop, did you 
make ! an investigation to determine the check numbers of 
the month of March, 1937 for certain emplovees? A. I 
did. 

Q. Xow will you look at this sheet of paper and tell me 
what that is (document passed to witness) ? A. The men's 
check numbers and names I looked up. 

Q. Well now, will you read off the names and the check 
numbers that appear on that sheet? A. Bx-llS2. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: B or D? 

11102 The Witness: B. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank vou. 

* 

The Witness: John E. Ignots: Bx-1149A. Jose M. Jaime; 
BX-109S. Louis W. Bruckner; BX-1005, John P. Yeasli. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: How do you spell that? 

The Witness: Y-e-a-s-h. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

The Witness: • BX-1013, Lee D. Smith. • 

Mr. Moore-: Is that BX or DX? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: BX. 

The Witness: They are-all BX. • 

Trial Examiner Bloom: They are all BX. 

The Witness: BX1221, Daniel W. Pringle. 

Mr. Shawe : Can we have the name spelled, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner? .. .. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: What was that last name? 

The Witness: P-r-i-n-g-l-e. 

BX1007, Jerry F. Fritz. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) How do you spell that? A. The last 
name ? 

Q. Yes. A. F-r-i-t-z. 

BX517. Benjamin T. Worrell. 

11103 Q. ITow do von spell that ? A. B-e-n-j-a-m-i-n T. 
W-o-r-r-e-1-1. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let me see that, please. 

(Document passed to Trial Examiner. ) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Where did you get those check num¬ 
bers’ A. Those check numbers— 

Q. Check numbers that you have just read into the rec¬ 
ord. A. I took then) off the position payroll sheets, that 
is, the check numbers and the names T took off the cards. 

Q. What cards are they? A. Those sheets there, cards 
laying on the table. 

11104 Q. The transfer payroll cards? A. Transfer pay¬ 
roll sheets. 

Q. And are those transfer payroll sheets regular records 
of the company? A. They are the regular records of the 
company. 

Q. Is the job of inspector in the local works chipping 
yard a position that appears on the position payroll rec¬ 
ords? A. It does. 

Q. What is the title of that job? A. Inspector. 

Q. Can you tell from the position payroll sheets whether 
a particular employee worked at a particular position on a 
particular day? A. I can, if you leave me refer to my key 
sheet that you have there, to the page numbers that they 
are on. 

Q. Very well. A. I used the key sheet in making that 
up, different pages. 

Q. Have you made an examination of the position pay¬ 
roll to determine whether Louis Bruckner worked as an in¬ 
spector in the Lower Works chipping yard on certain days, 
certain particular days ? A. I did. 

11105 Q. What are these two sheets of paper that I hold 
in my hand ? A. The position payroll sheets, one is 



-< 
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the sheet from February 21st to March 21st, and the other 
is from March 22nd to April 18th, both inclusive dates. 

Q. What positions are covered by those two sheets.’ A. 
Inspectors. 

Q. Where.' A. Lower Works, BX. 

Q. What kind of inspectors.’ A. Chipping inspectors. 

Q. Can you tell from an examination of those two sheets 
that you hold in your hand on what days from March 1st to 
March 21. 1927. inclusive, Louis Bruckner worked as a chip- 
pi tu? inspector.’ 

(Two documents were passed to the witness.) 


A. I can. 

Q. In the Lower Works’ A. I can. 

Q. Have you— « 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you intend offering those 
sheets ? 

Mr. Ford: Xo. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You are just telling the 
11106 witness to refer to them? 

Mr. Ford: That's right, unless it is necessary. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, I just wanted to know for ^ 

my cwn information. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, now, have you made that exam¬ 
ination for Mr. Bruckner? A. I did. 

T. Well, can you toll me on what days Louis Bruckner 
worked as a chipping inspector in the Lower Works from 
March 1. 1937 to March 31. 1937. inclusive? A. I can. 

Q. Well, will you start with the first of March and give 
us first the date and then whether or not Louis Bruckner 


worked as an inspector in the Lower Works? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I)o you want the paper? 

The Witness: Xo, I just want to look at this sheet, I 
have got to look from the top of it to the bottom. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

The Witness: All right, Louis Bruckner— 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What is his check number? A. On 
March 1st. Inspector—what? 

0. What is his check number ? A. BX-109S. 

Q. All right, go ahead. A. March 1st, eight hours: 
11107 the second, eight hours; third, eight hours: fourth, 
eight hours; fifth, eight hours; on the sixth he did 
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not work. On the seven, eight hours: the eighth, eiirlit 
hours: the ninth, eiti'ht hours: on the tenth, eight hours; 
on the eleventh, he did not work. On the twelfth, eight 
hours: tin* thirteenth, eight hours; on the fourteenth he did 
not work. On tin* fifteenth, eight hours; sixteenth, eight 
hours; seventeenth, eight hours; eighteenth, eight hours: 
nineteenth, eight hours; twentieth. right hours: twenty- 
first, lie did not work. On the twenty-second, eight hours; 
twenty-third, eight hours: twenty-fourth, eight hours: 

twenty-fifth, eight hours: twenty-sixth, eight hours: 
11108 twenty-seventh, eight hours: twenty-eighth, he did 
not work. On the twenty-ninth, eight hours: the 
thirtieth, eight hours; the thirty-first, eight hours. 

That was all as an inspector chipper. 

O. That is. he worked as an inspector among the Lower 
'Works choppers, is that right? A. Lower Works choppers. 

Q. On the days that you have indicated? A. That’s 
right. 

0. Do those same sheets indicate on what days from 
March 1. 1037 to March 31. 1937. the names of the wen that 
I am abort to read worked as inspectors in tlm Lower 
Works chipping yard- John P. Yeash. BX-1005: Lee D. 
Sw ; th. BX-1C13: Darnel W. Pringle. BX-1221 Jerry F 
Fritz, BX-1007; Benjamin T. Worrell, BX-517. 

Xow, will you read the question? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 


A. They do. 

Q. Well, now, will you start with March 1st and go 
through to March 31st with the name of John P. Yeash, 
BX-1005 in the same way that you did with Louis Bruck¬ 
ner? A. March 1st, eight hours; March second. 
1110.9 eight hours; March third, eight hours; March fourth, 
eight hours; the fifth, eight hours; the sixth, one and 
one-quarter hours. Off on the seventh; worked on the eighth, 
eight hours; the ninth, eight hours; the tenth, eight hours; 
the eleventh, eight hours: off on the twelfth; thirteenth, 
eight hours; the fourteenth, off; fifteenth, eight hours. 

Mr. Pose: What about the fourteenth? 

The Witness: Off. 
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Q. (By Mr. Ford) The fifteenth? A. The fifteenth, eight 
hours: sixteenth, eight hours; seventeenth, eight hours; 
eighteenth, eight hours: nineteenth, eight hours; twentieth, 
eight hours: twenty-first, off; twenty-second, eight hours; 

twenty-third,eight hours; twenty-fourth, eight hours; 
11110 twenty-fifth, eight hours; twenty-sixth, eight hours; 

twenty-seventh, eight hours; twenty-eighth, off: 
twenty-ninth, eight hours; thirtieth, eight hours; thirty- 
first. eight hours. 

Q. XOw. do the same for Lee D. Smith, BX-1013. A. On 
the first, eight hours; second, eight hours; third, eight 
hours: fourth, eight hours; fifth, eight hours: sixth, an hour 
and a quarter. On the seventh, eight hours: on the eighth, 
eight hours; off on the ninth: the tenth, eight hours; elev¬ 
enth. eight hours; twelfth, eight hours; thirteenth, eight 
hours: fourteenth, off: fifteenth, eight hours: sixteenth, 
eight hours: sevcnteeth, eight hours; eighteenth, 
11311 hours: nineteenth, eight hours; off on the twentieth 
and twenty-first. On the twenty-second, seven and 
one-half hours; the twenty-third, eight hours: off on the 
twenty-fourth: off on the twenty-fifth: off on the twenty- 
sixth: worked eight hours on the twenty-seventh; off on the 
twe?ffy-^‘ehth: eight hours on the twenty-ninth: eight hours 
on the thirtieth: eight hours on the thirty-first. 

Q. Now, do the same for Daniel W. Pringle, BX- 
11112 1*221. A. 1221. on March 1st, eight hours: on the sec¬ 
ond, eight; third, eight: fourth, eight: fifth, eight; 
off on the sixth: seventh, eight: eighth, eight: ninth, eight: 
tenth, eight: eleventh, eight: twelve, eight: off on the thir¬ 
teenth: off on the fourteenth; eight hours on the fifteenth: 
eight hours on the sixteenth: eight hours on the seventeenth: 
eight hours on the eighteenth: eight hours on the nineteeth; 
eight hours on the twentieth; off on the twenty-first: eight 
hours on the 22nd: off on the twenty-third; eight hours on 
the 24th: eight hours on the twenty-fifth: eight hours on 
the twenty-sixth: eight hours on the twenty-seventh: off on 
the twenty-eighth; eight hours on the twenty-ninth: eight 
hours on the thirtieth; eight hours on the thirtv-first. 

Mr. Sliawe: Mr. Examiner, may I inquire whose name 
the witness was reading off that time ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: "What was that last name, please l 

Mr. Ford: Pringle. 
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The Witness: 1221, Daniel W. Pringle. 

Mr. Shawe: Thank von. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Now do the same for Jerry F. 

11113 Fritz, BX1007. A. 1007, on the 1st, eight; second, 
eight; third, eight; fourth, eight; fifth, eight; on the 

sixth, off; off on the seventh; off* on the eighth; off on the 
ninth; eight hours on the tenth—off on the eighth; off on the 
ninth: eight hours on the tenth; eight hours on the eleventh; 
eight hours on the twolfcth: eight hours on the thirteenth; 
eight on the fourteenth; eight on the fifteenth; off on the 
sixteenth; eight on the seventeenth; eight on the eighteenth; 
off on the nineteenth; eight hours on the twentieth; off on 
the twenty-first; off on the twenty-second; off on the 

11114 twenty-third; off on the twenty-fourth; off on the 
twenty-fifth; off on the twenty-sixth; off on the 

twenty-seventh: off on the twenty-eighth eight hours on the 
twenty-ninth; off on the thirtieth; off on the thirty-first. 

Q. Now do the same for Benjamin T. Worrell, Bx-517. 
A. March first, eight hours, that is all the time I have, all 
the rest of the days is blank. 

Q. Now— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was that last ? 

The Witness: I onlv had time for him on that one dav. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Who was that? 

The Witness: Benjamin Worrell. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; What date is that? 

The Witness: March 1st. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Now you say you haven't any time for 
him after that date, that means that he did not work? A. 
He did not work in the Lower Works as chipping inspector. 

Q. He did not work as an inspector in the Lower 

11115 Works chippers on the other dates? A. That's right. 

Q. In giving us that information about these other 
men you frequently said that he was off on a certain day; 
now does that mean that he was not working any place? 
A. He did not work any place in the chipper book, if he 
would have worked in any position in this book I would 
have run across him, he would have been posted on this 
sheet here. 

Q. In other words these men might have worked in Frank¬ 
lin or some other part of the plant, on these days ? A. They 
could have done that, but they did not work at the Lower 
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Works or I would have them. I'd have had them in the 
book. 

Q. They did not work as inspector? A. That's right. 

Q. In tile Lower Works? A. That's right. 

Q. On the days that you said they were off? A. That's 
right. 

Q. Is that right? A. That's right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose we take a brief 

11116 recess. 

(Whereupon a short recess was taken, after which the 
following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Ford? 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Heslop, how many payroll sheet* 
have you used in giving us the information that you have 
given ns about these six men? A. Two. 

Q. Do those sheets cover the same or different periods 
of times? A. They cover two different periods. One sheet 
covers from February 21st to March 21st. inclusive. The 
other sheet covers from March 22nd to April 18th. inclu¬ 
sive. 

11117 Q. When did you first see those sheets? A. When 
did I first see them ? 

Q. Yes. A. Why, I seen the sheets when I posted the 
time on them. 

Q. When who posted the time on them? A. I did. 

Q. Can you tell us how you post the time on those sheets ? 
A. From the individual time cards. 

Q. Where do they come from ? A. They come from each 
department. Do you want that explained? 

Q. Yes, explain that to us. A. Each man, individual man, 
has a time card which is rung in and out, and hours put on 
it. the day that he works on, signed by somebody with 
proper authority. Then he drops his card in his—in what 
they call a check box—a box—then they have those men 
they Ceil! a timekeeper, he goes around and gathers these 
cards up; he takes them into the central office down there 
to sort them as to numerical order and positions, then they 
are returned to us at the office. 

Q. Where is your office ? A. At the general office. 

11118 Q. What door ? A. Second floor. 
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Q. How Ion it* after the employee fills out the time 
card, does it come to you. in the regular course of business.’ 
A. I would say inside of twenty-four hours unless it falls 
on a holiday or over the week-end. Then we would got it 
the next day we come up to work. 

Q. Just what do you do with those time cards when you 
receive them .’ A. I post the time of it, and they keep them 
in the drawers until after the pay period is passed. Then 
we take them at the end of the month, and they are wrapped 
up and put away, and put in the vault. 

Q. Did you post the time on the two sheets that you used 
in getting us this information.’ A. I did. 

Q. Or information. Yourself.’ A. I did. 

0. How long after the men worked did you make the en¬ 
tries on those sheets.’ A. 'Well, for instance a man worked 
March 1st. I would make the entry on March 2nd. and so 
on throughout the month, unless you come to a holiday or 
over Sunday, there would be no working Sunday. 

Q. What did you do with those two sheets after 

11119 you filled them up.’ A. After 1 filled then* up.’ At 
the end of the pay period why, they are filed in a 

binder for each period. We have two binders that covers 
each period. They are put in that hinder, and put in the 
vault. 

Q. And where have the binders been, since they were put 
in the vault.' A. In the vault on the second floor of the 
iron era l office. 

Q. Xow, Mr. Heslop, at my request did you make a search 
of the payroll records to determine where John K. Ignots, 
BX11S2, was working* from March 1st, 1937, to March 21st. 
1937, inclusive ? A. I did. 

Q. Where did you look for that information .’ A. I looked 
in the (’hipping Department, that is in the BX chipper book 
covering that department of the Lower Cambria chippers. 

Q. On how many sheets did you have his check mr her’ 
A. I couldn't tell you offhand. I got them on a sine' < f 
paper. 

Q. Is this the sheet of paper that you are refer* ‘iuv * 

A. That is the sheet. 

Q. Well now, tell us on how many sheets cover’- r 

11120 the period from March 1st. 1937 to March 21st, 1937. 
inclusive, von found that check number—that is, check 
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Xo. BX1182? A. On pages 63, 69 and 70, covering these 
two periods of the sheets. 

Q. If John Ignots worked in the Lower Works chippers 
on any day during that period, would his check number ap¬ 
pear on the sheets that you examined? A. It would. 

Q. And those three sheets that you have just mentioned 
are the only sheets that bore his check number, is that cor¬ 
rect ? A. That is right. 

Q. Now I hand you a number of position payroll sheets 
and ask you to select the three sheets on which John Ignots' 
check number appears. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon a discussion was held off the record, after 
which the following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

The Witness: So you want me to take them out of here? 
Q. (Bv Mr. Ford) Have vou found the three sheets? A. 
Yes. 

Q. Can you tell us from those sheets what job he 

11121 was performing on the days that he worked in the 
Lower Works Chipping Department from March 1st, 

1937 to March 21st, 1937, inclusive? A. I can. 

Q. Well, will you look at those sheets beginning with 
the 1st of March. 1937, and tell us what he was doing on 
each day up to and including March 21st, 1937 ? 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, may I ask what does counsel 
mean ? 

What he was doing on each day ? 

Mr. Ford: Just what the record shows. 

11122 Trial Examiner Bloom : As to what department he 
was working in? 

Mr. Ford: Xo. 

The Witness: What position. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What position? 

Mr. Ford: What position he fulfilled on each of those 
days. 

The Witness: I have to have the keys up here (indicat¬ 
ing). Xow, we will start on the first, eight hours, un¬ 
loaded; second, eight hours, unloaded; the third, eight 
hours, unloaded: on the fifth, eight hours, unloaded. 
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Did you want me to give the “unloaded” all straight 
through/ Then jump over? He was on three different 
positions here. 

Q. All right, do that. A. All right, unloader on the fifth: 
unloader on the eighth—unloader on the fifteenth. There is 
eight hours on each dav. 

On the sixteenth, eight hours, unloader; seventeeth, eight 
hours, unloader: eighteenth, eight hours, unloader: nine¬ 
teenth. eight hours, unloader: twentieth, eight hours, un¬ 
loader. 

11123 Now, I will give you as shipper and pickier. 

Q. Shipper and what? A. Shipper and pickier. 
On the eleventh, eight hours; on the twelfth, seven and 
three-quarter hours; on the thirteenth, eight hours. 

Xow, I will give you the burner’s job or position—burner 
man: 

On the ninth, eight hours; on the tenth, eight hours. That 
shows the entire time that he worked in the lower chipper 
book, and the other days that I didn't call, he did not work, 
according to our records, because I have examined the 
books and the only place that I could find him was on this 
position. 

Q. On this position— A. In the chipper department 
book at Lower Works. 

Q. In other words, according to the record that you have 
examined, he was not working in the Lower Works, chip¬ 
ping department, except on the days that you have men¬ 
tioned and at the jobs that you have mentioned, is that 
correct ? A. That is all. If he would have worked, he 
would have been in the book. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Ford: I will ask the reporter to mark these 

11124 for identification. 

(Thereupon, the documents above referred were 
marked as Respondents’ Exhibits 132-A to 132-Z, and 132- 
AA, inclusive; Respondents ’ Exhibit 133-A to AA; Respon¬ 
dents ’ Exhibit 134-A to Z; Respondents’ Exhibit 135-A to 
Y; Respondents’ Exhibit 136-A to 0, inclusive; Respon¬ 
dents’ Exhibit 137, for Identification.) 
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Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Heslop, I show you Respondents' 
Exhibit for Identification 132-A to Z, inclusive, and 132-A A. 
and ask you whether you have ever seen them before.’ 

(Respondents* Exhibit for Identification 132-A to Z, in¬ 
clusive, and 132-A A were handed to the witness.) 

A. I have. 

Q. Now, in a general way, could you tell us what those 
exhibits for identification are* A. Well, inspectors chip¬ 
ping report. 

Q. What are the inspectors' chipping reports/ A. It is 
information—you mean, turned in to us? Or explain the 
whole card. 

Q. Well, now, in the regular course of business, who fills 
out the information contained on the report/ A. The in¬ 
spectors, they put on the customer, the heat number and 
the billets chipped and the check numbers of the chippers, 
chipping on that bed. 

Q. As I understand, each inspector is assigned to a 

11125 bed/ A. That is right. 

Q. Can you tell from looking at those exhibits for 
identification the name and check number of the inspector 
who filled them out? A. I can. 

Q. What do the exhibits for identification show, in that 
regard? A. It shows the inspector's number and the in¬ 
spector's name, the date of the card, and the chippers on 
that bed, their number and—there are numbers of all of the 
chippers on that bed, under that inspector. 

Q. Well, now, will you start with Respondents' Exhibit 
for Identification 132-A and read off the date, read off, 
first, the exhibit number, and the date and the inspector’s 
name. A. On March 10th. Exhibit Xo. 132—is that 132-A? 

Q. That’s right. A. 132-A, March 1st. 

Q. Well, give me, first, the exhibit number, then the date, 
and then the inspector's name and the inspector’s check 
number. A. Exhibit 132-A, Bruckner, check Xo. BX-1098, 
March first. 

Q. Does that have Bruckner’s first name on it? 

11126 A. Xo. it doesn't have Bruckner’s first name. 

Q. All right, what is the next exhibit number? A. 
132-B, Bruckner, BX-1098, March second. Exhibit 132-0, 
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Bruckner, 109S—the same; duplicate. Those two go to¬ 
gether. Continuation of the one card. 

The third, Exhibit 132-D, BX-1098, Bruckner. Exhibit 
132-E, BX-109S, Bruckner, March 4th. 

Q. What is the date of the previous exhibit, Mr. Heslop? 
A. On March 3rd. And then the 132-E, there is one dupli¬ 
cate. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Reporter, will you read this back from 
the beginning ! 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

11127 Q. (By Mr. Ford) Xow let's clear the record up, 
Mr. Heslop. What date appears on Respondent’s 

Exhibit for Identification 132-D? A. March 3rd. 

Q. And the inspector’s name? A. Bruckner, BX1098. 

Q. What date appears on Respondents' Exhibit 132-E 
for Identification? A. March 4th, Bruckner, BX1098. 

Q. Xow go through the rest of the exhibits that I have 
handed you, giving us first the Exhibit number, secondly 
the date: third, the inspector's name: and fourth the in¬ 
spector's check number. A. 132-F, March 5th, Bruckner, 
BX1098. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford, may I see this? 

The Witness: Exhibit 132-G, March 7tli; Bruckner, BX- 
1098. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Xow just a second, Mr. Heslop: per¬ 
haps we can save some time if you will look through all of 
them now and tell me the names and check numbers that 
appear on all of them. A. They all have Bruckner, BX- 
109S. 

Q. All right. Well then begin with Respondents’ Ex¬ 
hibit 132-H for Identification, and give us just the exhibit 
number and the date. A. Exhibit 132-H; March Sth. 

11128 Exhibit 132-1, March 9th. 

Exhibit 132-J, March 10th. 

Exhibit 132-K, March 12th. 

Exhibit 132-L, March 13th. 

Exhibit 132-M, March 15th. 

Exhibit 132-X, March 16th. 

Exhibit 132-0, March 17th. 

Exhibit 132-P, March 18th. 
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Exhibit 132-Q, March 19th. 

Exhibit 132-R, March 20th. 

Exhibit 132-S, March 22nd. 

Exhibit 132-T, March 22nd—that is March 23rd. That 
is the 23rd, that date is. 

Exhibit 132-V, March 24th. 

Exhibit 133-V, March 25th. 

Q. Exhibit 133 or 132-Y? A. 1 guess it is 132. Exhibit 
132-V, March 25th. 

Exhibit 132AV, March 26th. 

Exhibit 132-X. March 27th. 

Exhibit 132-Y, March 29th. 

Exhibit 132-Z, March 30th. 

Exhibit 132-A A. March 31st. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Reporter, have we the date of Exhibit 
132-G for Identification? 

(The answer was read by the reporter as above set 
forth.) 

11129 Q. (By Mr. Ford) I believe that you used the 
word, the first name, Frank, in connection with In¬ 
spector Bruckner. A. I did. on the card. 

Q. I)o you know what Bruckner’s first name is? A. 
Frank. I would have to look at the list. 

Q. Do you know without looking at any records? A. 
I would have to look at that record. 

Q. Will you look at the list you read from earlier in the 
testimbny and tell us again what the correct name is of 
the inspector whose check number is BX-1098? A. BX- 
109S known as W. Bruckner. 

Q. And that is spelled L-o-u-i-s? A. That’s right, it is 
on the card Louis W. 

Q. Xow, Mr. Heslop, I show you Respondents' Exhibit 
for Identification Xo. 133-A to 133-Z, inclusive, and ask 
vou whether vou have ever seen it before. 

(The exhibits referred to were thereupon passed to the 
witness.) 

A. I have. 

Q. What are those exhibits for identification? A. In¬ 
spector's chipping report. 
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Q. Now, will you look through them and give us the 
check number and name of the inspector whose reports 
they are? A. BX-1005, Yeash. 

11130 Q. Will you look through them again and call off 
the exhibit number and the date of each report ? A. 

133-A, March first: 

Exhibit 133-B, March second; 

Exhibit 133-C, March third; 

Exhibit 133-D, March fourth: 

Exhibit 133-E, March fifth; 

Exhibit 133-F, March sixth: 

Exhibit 133-G, March eighth: 

Exhibit 133-11, March ninth; 

Exhibit 133-1, March tenth; 

Exhibit 133-J, March eleventh; 

Exhibit 133-K, March thirteenth; 

Exhibit 133-L, March fifteenth; 

Exhibit 133-M, March sixteenth; 

Exhibit 133-X, March seventeenth; 

Exhibit 133-0. March eighteenth; 

Exhibit 133-P, March nineteenth; 

Exhibit 133-Q: March twentieth; 

Exhibit 133-E, March twenty-second; 

Exhibit 133-S, March twenty-third; 

Exhibit 133-T, March twenty-fourth; 

Exhibit 133-U, March twenty-fifth; 

Exhibit 133-V, March twenty-sixth; 

11131 Exhibit 133-W, March twenty-seventh; 

Exhibit 133-X, March twenty-ninth; 

Exhibit 133-Y, March thirtieth; 

Exhibit 133-Z, March thirty-first; 

I think that is a Z, it looks like two letters there. 

Q. I believe that’s correct? A. Yes, Z. 

Q. Now, Mr. Heslop, I hand you Respondents’ Exhibits 
for Identification 134-A to 134-W, and ask you whether you 
have seen them before? 

(The respondents’ exhibits referred to were passed to 
the witness.) 

Mr. Shawe: Does counsel mean before he is presenting 
them to him at this time? 

Mr. Ford: Yes. 
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The "Witness: I have. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Now* can you tell us what they are? 
A. Inspector's chipping report. 

Q. Can you tell from looking at them or otherwise the 
name of the inspector? A. I can. 

Q. Now, will you look at them and tell us what the in¬ 
spector's name is as it appears on these reports? A. In¬ 
spector Smith BX-1013. 

Q. Does that appear on each one of them? A. Each one 
of them. 

11132 Q. Well now. start with the first one of them and 
read off the exhibit number and the date as you have 

done before with the previous exhibits. A. 134-A, on March 
1st; 

134-B, March 2nd: 

134-0. March 3rd: 

134-D, March 4th: 

134-E, March 5th: 

134-F, March 6th: 

134-G, March 7th: 

134-11. March 8th: 

134-1, March 10th: 

134-J, March 11th: 

134-K. March 12th; 

134-L, March 13th; 

134-M, March 15th; 

134-X, March 16th: 

134-0, March 17th; 

134-P, March 17th; 

134-Q, March 19th; 

134-K, March 22nd; 

134-S, March 23rd: 

134-T, March 27th: 

134-U. March 29th; 

134-V, March 30th; 

11133 134-W, March 31st. 

• Q. Mr. Heslop, I show you Respondents’ Exhibits 
for Identification 135-A and 135-Y inclusive, and ask you 
whether you had seen them before? 

(Exhibits referred to were passed to the witness.) 

A. I have. 

Q. What are they? A. Inspector’s chipping reports. 
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Q. Well now, will you look at them and tell us what they 
show with reference to the name of the inspector and the 
check number of the inspector that made them out? A. 
The name of the inspector, Pringle, BX1221. 

Q. Please read off the exhibit numbers and dates, if any, 
that appear on each one of them. 

A. 135-A, March 1st: 

135-B, March 2nd; 

135-0, March 3rd: 

135-D, March 4th: 

135-E, March 5th; 

135-F, March 7th; 

135-6, March Sth: 

135-11, March 9th: 

135-1, March 10th; 

135-J, March 11th; 

11134 135-K, March 12th; 

135-L, March 15th; 

135-M, March 16th: 

135-X, March 17th: 

135-0, March 18th: 

135-P, March 19th: 

135-Q, March 20th: 

135-R. March 22nd: 

135-S, March 24th; 

135-T, March 25th: 

135-U, March 26th; 

135-V, March 27th: 

135-W, March 29th: 

135-X. March 30th; 

135-Y, March 31st. 

Q. Mr. Heslop, I show you Respondents’ Exhibits for 
Identification 136-A to 136-0 and ask you whether you have 
ever seen them before? 

(Exhibits referred to passed to witness.) 

A. I have. 

Q. "What are they? A. Inspector’s chipping reports. 

Q. Will you look at them and give us the name of the 
inspector, if any, that appears on each of them, and the 
check number, if any, that appears on each of them? 

11135 A. Inspector Fritz, BX1007. 
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Q. Xow read off the exhibit number and the date, 
if any, that appears on each one of the exhibits. 

A. 136-A on March 1st: 

136-B, March 2nd: 

136-C, March 3rd; 

136-D, March 4th: 

136-E, March 5th; 

136-F, March 10th; 

136-G, March 11th; 

136-H, March 12th: 

136-1, March 13th: 

136-J, March 14th: 

136-K, March 15th: 

136-L, March 17th; 

136-M, March 18th: 

136-X, March 20th; 

136-0, March 29th. 

Q. Xow, Mr. Heslop, I show you Respondents’ Exhibit 
for Identification 137. and ask you if you have seen that be¬ 
fore? 

(The exhibit referred to was passed to the witness.) 

A. I have. 

Q. What is it? A. Inspector's chipping report. 

11136 Q. Can you tell from looking at it the name of the 
inspector? A. lean. 

Q. What’s his name? A. Worrell, Bx-517, March 1st, 
that is 137. 

Q. Xow, Mr. Heslop, are all of these exhibits for iden¬ 
tification that you have been looking at for the last few min¬ 
utes, that is. Respondents' Exhibits for Identification 132-A 
to Respondents’ Exhibit 137, inclusive— 

11137 i Trial Examiner Bloom: Including the letters? 

Mr. Ford: Including the letters, are they all filled 
cut on the same sort of printed form? 

The Witness: Yes, I should say they are all, the same 
printed form. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) When did you first see those exhibits, 
that is,!Respondents' Exhibits for Identification 132-A to 
137, inclusive, including all the various letters? A. I'd 
see each one following the day after it was worked, if 
worked on the first I would get it the second; the third 
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on the fourth; the second on the third and so on throughout 
the month, unless it would be over a Saturday or a holi¬ 
day that he wasn’t working, then I would get them the 
next day that he would come out. 

Q. In the regular course of business, what do you do 
with reference to inspector’s chipping reports, if anything? 
A. I figure the bonus off those cards, then post it on the 
position payroll. 

Q. Whose bonus? A. The chipper’s bonus under each bed 
or under inspector’s name there, under their group, so 
many ehippcrs on the group there on the bed. I figure all 
the cards I get in on a day, then 1 post them on the 

11138 position payroll. 

The check numbers that appear on those cards, the 
amount of money under each one— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford, will you have him 
amplify that, I am not sure that I quite understand what he 
means. 

Mr. Ford: What is that? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I mean, this whole procedure. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, in the regular course of busi¬ 
ness, who fills out the inspector’s chipping reports ? A. The 
inspector. 

Q. What does he do-with them ? A. Turns them in to the 
chipping office. 

Q. Then what happens to them ? A. They take off the 
lot down there as to what you are chipping under each bed 
and then they are returned to the office, to our office. 

Q. Xow. what information appearing on the face of each 
report, if any, do you make use of when you receive the 
report? A. I make use of the number of pounds and the 
rate and the check numbers. 

0. Check numbers of what? A. Check numbers of the 
chippers that appear on the card. 

11139 Q. Well, now, do- chippers check numbers appear 
on these chippers’ reports? A. Yes, there is. 

Q. In what column of each report does that information 
.appear? A. I'd say the third column from the left on the 
right-hand side— 

0. Does that column have a heading? A. It is headed 
check numbers. 

Q. Check? A. C-h-e-e-k. 
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Q. Xow, what do you understand those numbers to rep¬ 
resent.’ A. That is a man's individual, the chipper’s indi¬ 
vidual check number that worked on that bed. 

Q. Wlkit bed.’ A. On the chipping bed in the Lower 
Works. 

Q. Well, which chipping bed in the Lower Works? A. 
Well, whatever it would show on the card, location 0, G 
or F. 

Q. Where do the inspectors work’ A. The inspectors? 

Q. Yes. A. The material on the bed that these 

11140 chippers are chipping. 

Q. How many inspectors are there to a bed? A. 
Well, 1 couldn’t answer that correctly, I don’t know, there 
may be a couple on one bed or there may be one, we have 
already had, we have had a couple of different bed letters, 
it depends how many beds that they are operating. 

( t >. Well, can you tell me who the chippers are whose 
check numbers appear in the third column from the right 
of each one of these reports? A. I can. 

Q. Well. now. in each instance, who are they, who were 
those chippers? A. You want me to read them off? 

Q. Xo. what relation, if any, did they have to the inspec¬ 
tor who made out the report? A. They don’t have no re¬ 
lation as far as—it is the man that chipped the material on 
that bed, they turn in, so we can divide up the bonus. 

Q. Well, how many beds are covered by each one of these 
reports, can you look at them and tell us? A. I’d say six, 
as near as I can tell off those cards. 

Mr. Shawe: Six what, Mr. Examiner? 

The Witness: Six beds. 

11141 Q. (By Mr. Ford) Covered by all of the reports? 

A. Yes, covered by all. 

Q. Well, will you look at each one of the reports and tell 
me how many beds any particular report covers, in other 
words, does one report cover more than one bed, look at 
them and see if you can determine that ? A. Well, now, you 
mean this one of these groups? 

Q. Just one single— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Any one card. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Any one report, any one card? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Show him one. 
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Q. (By Mr. Ford) I show you Respondents’ Exhibit 132 
for Identification, and ask you if you can tell how many 
locations that repur; rovers; A. Well, one location— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean one bed? 

The Witness : One bed. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) And who are the ehippers, or can you 
tell us who the ehippers are whose check numbers appear 
in the third column from the right headed “Check” on Re¬ 
spondents* Exhibit 132-A for Identification? A. I can. 

Q. Xow, who are those ehippers? A. BX-1045, 1077—do 
yon want me— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo. I think what counsel 

11142 means, are they the ehippers who worked on that 
bed ? Is that what you mean ? 

Mr. Ford: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that correct? 

The Witness: Yes, those are the ehippers who worked on 
the bed. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) And did the inspector who made that 
out work on the same or a different bed? A. Xo. lie would 
only work on this one bed, or he would have another card 
if lie worked on two different beds, or it would be stated 
on there. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What’s that? 

The Witness: It would show two different beds on the 
card, it only shows one bed. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you clear that? 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What do you mean by that, look at 132 
for Identification and tell me how many locations are shown 
on that exhibit. A. One location. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Where is that, please? 

The Witness: Right here. (Pointing) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And you say if the inspector 
worked on more than one bed, that where the word “loca¬ 
tion” is, there would be some indication that he also worked 
at another place ? 

11143 The Witness: That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford—will you read 
that question? 

(The reporter repeated the question of the Trial Exam¬ 
iner as above set forth.) 


00/ 
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The Witness: I did answer that “yes," to the best of 
my knowledge, I ain't just quite clear on that location of 
the beds, because I have nothing to do with that as far 
as mv end is concerned on it. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What did you do with these various 
reports, that is. Respondents' Exhibit 132-A for Identifica¬ 
tion to 137, inclusive, including: all the intermediate letters, 
what did you do with them* 1 mean, after you first re¬ 
ceived them and you posted the bonus as you have told us, 
what happened to them then.* 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean, as he received them 
from time to time— 

Mr. Ford: Yes. 

The Witness: Well, I posted the bonus, then, and I put 
them in the drawer and I keep them in the drawer to the 
end of the pay period. Then we wrap them up by months 
and put them in the vault and there they remain for future 
use. 

Q. Before you turn those particular exhibits for identifi¬ 
cation over to counsel, where were they, do you know ? 
11144 A. They were in the vault on the second floor of the 
general office. 

Q. How loner aero was that? 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Was what, Mr. Ford ? 

Mr. Ford: When they were turned over to us, if you 
remember, if you know? 

The Witness: If I can state correctly, it was last Thurs¬ 
day when I first dug them out. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This is off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. ■ 

Mr. Ford: Now, Mr. Examiner, I offer in evidence Re¬ 
spondents* Exhibits for Identification 132-A to 132-Z, 132- 
AA, 133- 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That was 132-A? 

Mr. Ford: Through Z. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Through Z? 

Mr. Ford: And 132-AA, 133-A to 133-Z, inclusive; 134- 
A to 134-W, inclusive; 135-A to 135-Y. inclusive: 136-A to 
136-0, inclusive; and 137. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a minute. 
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Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Heslop, is it possible for an em¬ 
ployee to have more than one check number? A. It is 
not. 

11145 Q. At one time? A. lie can only have one check 
number in a pay period. But then the next pay pe¬ 
riod we may change his check number, give him a new check 
number, a different number than what he had before, but 
he can only have one check number in one pay period. 

Q. AY hat is a pay period? A. Well, at the end of the 
pay, like in these here sheets here, we would call that the 
pay period. Xow, that, that would end on the 7th, run 
from the 7th to the 21st of March. That would be what we 
would pay in that pay period. 

Q. That is March, *1937 ? A. Yes, March, 1937. 

Q. Xow, one pay period in March, as I understand it, be¬ 
gan on March 7th and ended on March 21st? A. Right. 

Q. That is, in March, 1937? A. That's right. 

Q. What were the dates of the pay period immediately 
preceding that one? A. That started February 21st and 
ended March 6th. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was that previous answer, 
not this one, the previous answer ? 

The Witness: March 7th to the 21st, inclusive. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: March 7th to what? 

11146 The Witness: The 21st. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) When you first took the stand, Mr. 
Heslop, you gave us the names and check numbers of some 
eight persons that were employed by Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany in the month of March, 1937, is that correct? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me just a moment, what 
about your offer of these exhibits, do you want to hold that 
up? 

Mr. Ford: Just until I finish this. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you just withdraw the 
offer, or I will withhold the ruling on the offer in abeyance 
until you finish with these questions. 

Mr. Ford: Will you read that question back, please? 

(The reporter repeated the pending question as above 
set forth.) 

The Witness: That is. 
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Q. (By Mr. Ford) You read those names and check num¬ 
bers from a list which you previously prepared, is that cor¬ 
rect? A. That's correct. 

Q. Now, in making the investigation for the purpose of 
preparing that list, did you look to see whether each one 
of these men had that same check number in both pay 

11147 periods that we have referred to, that is, the pay 
period that ended on March 6th and the pay period 

that began on March 7th, 1937? A. I did. 

Q. Did any of those eight men have different check num¬ 
bers in those two pay periods? A. They did not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford, didn't you ask some 
questions that ran up until the end of the month of March, 
as to these individuals ? 

Mi*. Ford: I believe I did, yes. 

Trial 1 Examiner Bloom: "Well, might I find out whether 
that extended into the next pay period, you would have then 
three pay periods. 

Mr. Ford: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you look to see whether the check 
numbers of any of these individuals had been changed for 
the pay period beginning March 21. 1937 ? A. There was 
not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean there were no 
changes? 

The Witness: Xo changes. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) In other words, what you secured were 
the check numbers that each man had at any time during 
the time of March, is that right. A. That is correct. 

11148 Trial Examiner Bloom: They have been offered 
and Mr. Ford—have you finished the questions, Mr. 

Ford ? 

Mr. Ford: I will tell you that in just a moment, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, I would like to look at mv notes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I mean, have you finished your 
question prior to the time that you want a ruling on the 
offer f 

Mr. Ford: Yes, I have. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Board’s counsel? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes, we have a few questions to ask. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 
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Mr. Shawe: It will take a few minutes to examine these, 
Mr. Examiner, we haven't seen them before. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, how long will it take 
you, about five minutes ? 

Mr. Shawe: A few minutes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

11149 Mr. Shawe: May we see these sheets’ I believe 
Mr. Ford had some other papers he showed the wit¬ 
ness. 

Mr. Ford: Well, I don't know that these sheets have anv 
reference to the inspectors' reports. Now if you want to 
cross examine the witness generally— 

Mr. Shawe: No. 

Mr. Ford: Or .just examine him on voir dire, on the re¬ 
ports. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just voir dire, Mr. Ford. 

Mr. Shawe: That is correct. 

Mr. Ford: Well, I don't believe these sheets have any 
particular reference to that. I think what—when I was 
questioning the witness about those exhibits, I used the 

letters— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford used altogether, as I 
recall, three sets of papers: one was the letters that he read; 
then he had the large sheets, and then he had the documents 
which have been offered in evidence. 

Is that correct, Mr. Ford? 

Mr. Ford: That is correct. 

Mr. Shawe: Is there any objection to our looking at 
these sheets? 

Mr. Rose: I think you had used these in the earlier part 
of the witness’ testimony. 

11150 Mr. Ford: That is true. 

Mr. Rose: Or rather the witness looked at these 

sheets. 

Mr. Ford: That is true. But I didn't question the wit¬ 
ness about them. 

Mr. Rose: We are not looking at them in connection with 
this. 
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Mr. Ford: I thought you were questioning', now, on the 
offer of these reports. j 

Mr. Rose: That is right; Mr. Shawe will ask several 
questions in connection with .your offer, now. I thought 
in the meantime I would look at these sheets. 

Mr. Ford: Oh, very well. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Voir Dire on Respondents' Exhibits 182 to 187 inclusive 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I will ask you— 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I think it will save time if I 
can, with your permission, refer to all of these exhibits as 
“reports'*, so it will be understood that I am referring to 
the offer that Mr. Ford just made. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Inspectors'. 

Mr. Ford: “Inspectors' reports." 

Mr. Shawe: 1 will refer to them as “inspectors' re¬ 
ports." 

1 Trial Examiner Bloom: Then if you refer to indi- 
13151 vidual ones, refer to them by the exhibit number. 

Mr. Shawe: Yes, but generally— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Shawe: I will refer to them as “inspectors' re¬ 
ports.'' It will be understood that I am referring to Mr. 
Ford's offer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You have told us about these inspec¬ 
tors’ reports, I believe. Do you know in whose handwrit¬ 
ing these reports are made out/ A. I could not tell you 
that. I couldn't swear to that. Supposed to be that the 
men's names on there, that is all I know—that is, the inspec¬ 
tors. 

Q. Do you know the handwriting of any of the inspectors 
that made out any of these reports? A. Xo. I couldn’t 
vouch for that. 

Q. Have you ever see any of these inspectors fill out one 
of these reports ? A. Xo, I did not. 

Q. Are these reports written out in ink, or pencil? A. 
Ink. Some of them ink—or pencil did you say ? 

Q. Yes. A. I would say in pencil. 




